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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Wr HAVE OFTEN REFERRED to the question at issue 
between the judges of the Chancery Division and their 
brethren at Westminster as to sending all jury cases 
from the Chancery Division for trial at the Nisi 
Prius sittings of the common law divisions. As 
to the legality of this practice opinion is divided, 
and there is much to be said on both sides. But as to 
the legality of the practice of sending definite questions 
orissues from the Chancery Division for trial at assizes 
or at the sittings in London and Westminster there 
really does not seem to be any possibility of doubt. Sec- 
tion 29 of the Judicature Act, 1873, expressly enables 
any party to an action, with the leave of the judge [#.e., of 
the Chancery Division] or judges [i.e., of the other divi- 
sions] to whom or to whose division the cause is assigned, 
torequire the question or issue to be determined by a 
commissioner of assize, and provides “ that such question 
ot issue shall be tried and determined accordingly.” 
And by ord. 36, r. 29, power is given in very much the 
game terms to “a judge of the division to which 
the cause is assigned.” To state these enactments 
would seem to be enough to show that for a 

of assize to refuse to try questions or issues 

thus sent would be utterly unjustifiable. The pro- 
visions above cited may be inconvenient ; but so long as 
they are law they should be obeyed, and one would not 
expect any judge to set an example of disobeying such 
explicit legislative provisions. Nevertheless thisappearsto 
have been done. Ina case of Cave v. Mackenzie, an action 
in the Chancery Division, assigned to the Master of the 
Rolls, that learned judge had ordered that certain issues 
of fact arising in the action should be tried before a jury 
atthe Chelmsford Assizes, The action was accordingly 
tet down, and came on for trial at Chelmsford before Mr. 
Baron Huddleston, who, after consulting the Lord Chief 
Justice, is stated to have refused to try the case, on the 
gtound that it belonged to the Chancery Division, and 
to have said that the case must go back to the Master of 
the Rolls. The case was accordingly struck out of the 
list, and the plaintiff's counsel went to the Master of 
who recommended an appeal. The Court of 
Appeal, however, did not see how they could inter. 
tere. In this we think they were right; for, unless the 
direction to strike out the cause was an order of the 
High Court, there was nothing which could be the sub- 
amb an appeal. The appeal, if entertained, would 
been an application for an order in the nature of a 


wmandumue to the judge of assize to try the case, But 
We think the court might have expressed a little more 
forcibly its opinion of the illegality of the course taken 


ve udge of assize in refusing to try the issues sent 
the of the Rolls. If this been done the 


Revessity for legislation on the subject—which we sup- 





pose was what the court meant by suggesting an appli- 
cation to the Lord Chancellor or the Attorney-General— 


might perhaps have been obviated. 





THE LITTLE ENTERPRISE set on foot by the “ Vicar-Gene- 
ral of the Bishop of Lincoln” in the case of Phillimore 
v. Machon has failed. It was about two centuries too late, 
and, as the Dean of Arches remarked, was “not in 
harmony with modern ideas.” The very zealous official 
who promoted it will learn from Lord Penzance’s pungent 
remarks that at the present day, in the highest eccle- 
siastical courts, discretion is more esteemed than 
zeal, and the benefit of the community is more re- 
garded than the aggrandizement of ecclesiastical juris- 
diction. The object of the proceedings was the re-estab- 
lishment of the practice of punishing the laity in the 
ecclesiastical courts “ for the good of their souls” ; and by 
way of making a commencement a criminal suit was 
promoted in the Court of Arches against a man who, it 
was alleged, had falsely sworn in an affidavit made for 
the purpose of obtaining a marriage licence. The appli- 
cation was founded mainly on the extracts from 
the records of the Consistory Court of London be- 
tween 1475 and 1640 published by Archdeacon 
Hale, from which it appears that in those times the 
Consistory Court was in the habit of punishing 
an infinite number of offences, from false swearing 
down to smiling in church. Lord Penzance refused 
to listen to the invitation to exercise this long-dis- 
used jurisdiction, pointing out that it was a maxim of 
law, as weil as a dictate of common sense and justice, 
that no man should be twice punished for the same 
offence; he could plead aufrefois acquit or autrefois 
convict, as the case might be; but such a plea could not 
be established if the respondent were indicted in the 
temporal court, by proof of the sentence or decree of an 
ecclesiastical court against him; the case of Reg. v. 
Chapman (2 C. & K. 846) showed that a false oath of 
the kind alleged to have been taken was punishable by in- 
dictment; the respondent would therefore have been 
liable to a second punishment for the same offence by 
the temporal court. After Lord Penzance’s judgment 
we shall probably hear no more ‘of punishment of the 
laity for the good of their souls, but if the Vicar-General 
is still unsatisfied and desires to find fresh fields for the 
exercise of ecclesiastical authority, we may be permitted 
to draw his attention to another branch of the ancient 
jurisdiction of the Consistory Court. There is clear 
precedent to be found in the cases in Archdeacon Hale’s 
book for the licensing of midwives by this Court; and 
it seems to us that the Vicar-General might do public 
service by turning his attention to the revival of this 
jurisdiction. Further research might perhaps lead to 
the welcome discovery that monthly nurses are amenable 
to the spiritual courts. 





WHen an instance of the mildest form of transgres- 
sion is selected for severe and elaborate censure it is 
charitable to suppose that the selection proceeds from 
the extreme reluctance of the censuring authority to in- 
flict any real punishment, and a proportionate anxiety 
to prevent from afar off the possibility of its infliction, 
The only other interpretation which can be given to such 
a proceeding is that the supposed transgression is really 
none at all, and that blank cartridge is fired to deter any 
such near approach as would disclose the want of any 
effective weapon. It is only on one or other of these 
hypotheses that we can explain the extraordinary vehe- 
mence with which Lord Justice James lately denounced 
the tame record ina daily newspaper of the fact that 
the Court of Appeal had, after a hearing in private, 
affirmed the decision of a Vice-Chancellor upon 
@ case which had been heard below in 
court, and the facts of which, as disclosed ool 
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public hearing, had been already reported in the daily 
press. Itcan make no difference for this purpose whether 
the decision below is affirmed or reversed. According 
to his lordship’s view, therefore, it would be contempt of 
court in a man against whom, after a public hearing, a 
decision had been pronounced below which inflicted a 
stigma on his character, to state to the world the simple 
fact that by the reversal of the decision, after a private 
hearing in the Court of Appeal, that stigma had been 
removed. This is something very near to a reductio ad 
absurdum ; bat it becomes still nearer when it is con- 
sidered that the result of the proceedings (which, so far 
as concerned the proceeding before the Court of Appeal, 
was all that was reported) must be entered, like every 
other judgment, order, or decree, on the records of the 
court. Weare still more astonished that this new develop- 
ment should be added to that arbitrary chapter of juris- 
prudence (if it deserves that name) which is headed 
** Contempt of Court” by the learned judge who so 
decisively repressed the attempt of the Court of Chan- 
cery to interfere with the law of libel. And the fact 
adds weight to the comments which we have from 
time to time been compelled to make on the danger to 
which the possession of this power exposes the judges by 
whom it is claimed. We are still engaged in the reform of 
our judicial machinery, and we cannot consider the work 
as complete as long as the subject of contempt of court 
is left in its present dangerous uncertainty. 





Ir THE pecision in Blackmur v. Blackmur, reported in 
last week’s issue of the Weexty Reporrsr (p. 900), be 
right, the general order authorizing any perpetual com- 
missioner to take anywhere in England or Wales ac- 
knowledgments of married women, which the Incor. 
porated Law Society asked the Lord Chief Justice of 
the Common Pleas to make, is not necessary. The 
Master of the Rolls holds that this power already ex- 
ists under 3 & 4 Will. 4,c. 74. Section 81 provides 
that the Lord Chief Justice shall from time to time 
appoint persons for every county, &c., for which there 
may be aclerk of the peace, to be perpetual commissioners 
for taking such acknowledgments.” And section 82 
provides that “ Any person appointed commissioner for 
any particular county, riding, division, soke, or place 
shall be competent to take the acknowledgment of any 
married woman wheresoever she may reside, and where- 
soever the lands or money in respect of which the 
acknowledgment is to be taken may be.” In Webster v. 
Carline (4 Man. & G. 27) the Court of Common Pleas 
held that the effect of these words was to compel an 
acknowledgment to be taken by commissioners ap- 
pointed for the county in which it was taken. ‘ Other- 
wise,” asked Tindal, C.J. (see 1 Dowl. P. C. N.S. 678), 
“what would be the use of appointing them [com- 
missioners] for separate counties?” It is difficult to find 
an answer to this observation, and that given by the 
Master of the Rolls in Blackmur v. Blackmur seems 
to be inconclusive. He says that under section 81 
proper persons are to be appointed “for every county 
- » . to be perpetual commissioners for taking 
acknowledgments”; not to be perpetual commissioners 
for taking acknowledgments for every county ; and on 
this he founds his decision that a person appointed a 
commissioner for one county is able to take ac- 
knowledgmentse in another county. But the con- 
struction adopted by the Master of the Rolls 
would require that the section be read as empowering 
the appointment of proper persons in every county; 
whereas the statute says for every county. And 
section 82, which expressly enables the commissioner to 
take the acknowledgment of any married woman 
wherever resident and wherever the lands may be, does 
not expressly empower the commissioner to take the 
acknowledgment at any place. But while we cannot 
concur in the construction adopted by the Master of 





—<—<——= 
the Rolls, we gladly recognize the convenience of the 
tule he has laid down. 





Tus REMEDY proposed by Mr. Cross, in the Bill just 
laid before Parliament, for the grievous evil of long con. 
finement of prisoners before trial, is very simple. It ig 
neither more nor less than to give power by Order ip 
Council to unite counties for the purpose of winter assizeg, 
The regulations for carrying out the proposal are left to 
be settled in each instance by Order in Council. It ig 
provided that every order shall be published in the Gazette 
and laid before Parliament within one month after it ig 
made, but it is not provided that the order shall be madg 
a certain time before the commencement of any winter 
assize. Considering the way in which the issue of 
Orders in Council is postponed, it seems important that 
some provision of this kind should be made, so as to give 
early notice to persons concerned of the proposed 
changes. 








THE BLOCK IN THE CHANCERY 
DIVISION. 


Tue block in the Chancery Division of the High Court 
of Justice has, for the last few weeks, been the object of 
a continually increasing amount of public attention, 
Letter after letter upon the subject has appeared in the 
leading newspapers, and more than one learned body 
has thought it necessary to pass formal resolutions, con 
taining suggestions, more or less practicable, for its re 
moval. Without recapitulating the precise figures, 
which have already been made public, it may suffice to 
say that the list of actions ready for trial in that 
division on the first day of the present sittings was more 
than double as long as the list of causes set down for 
hearing in the Court of Chancery on the corresponding 
day of 1875, and that the number of actions entered 
since that day is nearly treble the number of actions 
disposed of during the same interval. And we hav 
been informed on very high authority—though we have 
not had an opportunity of verifying the assertion 
ourselves—that all this is notwithstanding that the 
number of causes heard since last long vacation exceeds 
by some hundreds the average number annually heardia 
the Court of Chancery. This state of things points, not 
to a mere temporary pressure such as has more than once 
been experienced before, and which might be expected 
pass away, but to a continually increasing accumulation 
of causes which must eventually—if it does not already 
—operate as a substantial denial of justice to the suitom 
in that branch of the court. 

The causes of this accumulation appear to be three ia 
number, one of them being perhaps temporary, but the 
remaining two being certainly permanent, and likely 
increase rather than diminish in the future. The firs 
is the marked preference shown for this division by what 
we may call the ‘‘ plaintiff public.” These things aw 
perhaps matters of fashion; and just as it used tol 
found, under the old system, that now one and now 
another of the common law courts had a decided pre 
ponderance of writs issued, so it may very well be that 
hereafter the tide of litigation may set in some differen 
direction and some other division may become in its tum 
the “ first favourite.” At present, however, from whab 
ever cause, that honour or distinction undoubtedly be 
longs to the Chancery Division, the number of writs & 
summons marked for that division, and to be disposed of 
by four judges, being more than two-thirds of that of 
all the writs issued for the second, third, and fourth 
divisions collectively, and allotted for the consideration 
eighteen judges. In other words, the number of action 
per judge in the Chancery Division exceeds the numbe 
to be distributed amongst three judges in the common le# 
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Adivisions. The second cause is the continuous increase 
of litigation, which, always growing with the growth of 
ulation and the extension of commerce, has received 
gn exceptional impetus by the cheapening of the prelimi- 
nary processes effected by the Judicature Acts. Whether 
the total costs of a suit have been materially, or at all, 
diminished may be matter for serious question; but 
‘that the first stages are cheaper now than they were 
under the old system is unquestionable, and the result 
‘has certainly been to increase, and that largely, the 
amount of litigation commenced in the division. There 
is no reason to suppose that anything will occur to 
neutralize this; and as nothing short of some striking 
public calamity would have that effect, there is every 
-reason to hope (in both senses of the word) that this will 
remain an ever-accelerating force in the direction of 
accumulation. The last cause of the block in question 
isthe general intrdduction of vivd voce evidence. In 
some exceptional cases this acts the other way: a 
material witness for the plaintiff breaks down at the very 
«commencement and the matter is at an end; but in nine 
eases out of ten the operation of the change isin the 
opposite direction, and it is no exaggeration to say that, 
on an average, “ witness causes” take about four times 
-48 long to try as “non-witness causes.” This cause of 
delay cannot be removed otherwise than by a return to 
‘the old system of affidavit evidence, and we do not hesi- 
tate to say that it would be rather in the public interest to 
- double, or, if necessary, to treble, the number of judges 
of first instance, than to abandon even partially the only 
really efficient instrument for the extraction of truth in 
ontested cases, viz., the oral examination and cross- 
examination of witnesses in open court. 

The question remains, what to do? And the 
most obvious remedy, an immediate increase in 
‘the number of judges attached to this division, 
is one not to be adopted hastily, or until every less 
costly and more flexible method has been tested and has 
failed. A judge of the Chancery Division, with a complete 
staff of chief and junior clerks, court-keepers, chambers, 
&c., &c., costs between £20,000 and £25,000 a year, and 
‘though it would undoubtedly be far cheaper to pay this 
sum than to suffer such an arrear as we are now suffering 
from to go on accumulating, it is certainly worth while 
to see whether some remedy or palliation may not be 
‘available which will not entail so serious a sacrifice. Ac- 
cording to a proposition now standing among the notices 
‘of the House of Commons in the name of the Attorney- 
General, it is intended to strengthen the Court of Appeal 
by the transfer thereto of three of the common law judges, 
thereby reducing the number of those judges to fifteen. 
‘Other propositions have been made, with which we have 
at present nothing to do, with a view of enabling the 
common law divisions to get through their work not- 
‘withstanding this reduction. So far as the proposed 
change will get rid of the ‘‘ Exchequer Chamber ele- 
ment” in the existing Court of Appeal we heartily 
¢oncur in it, and indeed we have consistently and per- 
tistently protested against this retention, even in a modi- 
fied form, of an obsolete absurdity. But the proposal, in 
‘its present form, seems to us to involve an unnecessary 

_ Waste of judicial strength, and we think that the modi- 
fication which we are about to suggest will be a material 
improvement of the construction of the appeal court 
itself, as. well as a very considerable alleviation of the 
“evil complained of in the Chancery Division. 

If we are rightly informed as to the arrangement 
come to among themselves by the judges of the Court of 
Appeal (and we have every reason to trust to the 
‘accuracy and knowledge of our informant), it is 
thoroughly understood that the court, as constituted for 
‘the hearing of any appeal from the Chancery Divisior, 
thall—during the existence of the present generation of 

have present not less than two judges who have 
equity counsel, and not less than one judge who 
ously practised at common law, and shall, when 

‘@ustituted for the hearing of appoals from any other 








division, have present not less than one such equity 
judge. Now as the three existing ordinary judges of the 
Court of Appeal, when tried by this test, cansist of two 
equity judges and one common law judge, it is clear 
that no possibleaddition to their number of judges taken 
exclusively from either branch of the profession would 
enable the court to sit in two divisions without the 
assistance of one or more of the ex-officiojudges. If the 
proposed addition consisted exclusively of equity judges, 
the presence of at least two of the three ex-officio common 
law judges would be required to furnish, with 
the assistance of Lord Justice Mellish, the three 
common law judges required for this purpose; 
while, if such addition be composed exclusively 
of common law judges (which is the plan actually con- 
templated), the required number of three equity judges 
cannot be made up without the help of one at least of the 
two equity judges at present ex-officio members of the 
court. The proposed addition of three common law 
judges would, therefore, not really increase the efficiency 
of the Court of Appeal to any greater extent than would 
be effected by two of them; the third might add, as 
fourth judge, to the strength of the court at any sitting, 
or might be available to enable one of his colleagues to 
absent himself without interruption of the sittings of 
the court, but the court could not sit simultaneously 
in two divisions without the presence in one of them ~ 
either of the Lord Chancellor or the Master of the Rolls. 
The transfer of three common law judges to the Court 
of Appeal would therefore entail the waste of a consid- 
erable portion of the judicial power of one of such 
judges. 

But if only two judges were so transferred, and the 
remaining one were at once attached to the Chancery 
Division, a considerable amouut of relief would be given 
to that division, without any injury—not involved in the 
present plan—either to any other division or to 
the Court of Appeal. And it would not be neces- 
sary, at any rate for the present, that the judge 
so transferred should have any separate staff 
of his own. As one of the principal reasons of the block 
is the extra time taken in the trial of causes, it might not 
impossibly be found that the existing staffin the cham- 
bers of the equity judges would be as able to deal with 
the orders made by five judges under the new system as 
they have been with those of four judges under the old 
plan, and if any necessity for supplementing the force in 
chambers should be found to result from the action of 
the extra judge, the requisite means might be found by 
employing for this purpose the services of the official 
referees, who are certainly not overburdened with work, 
and to any one or more of whom the extra judge might 
be empowered to refer any action tried before him in 
the same way and with the same consequences, and with 
the same power of interference on the part of the judge, 
as if they had been referred to chambers in the usual 
way. With respect to all causes not so referred, and in 
which a reference to chambers might be found 
necessary, we propose that they should, for the 
present, he referred to the chambers of the judge 
before whom they were originally set down, and further 
prosecuted in the same manner as if they had not been 
transferred to the new judge but heard in the ordinary 
way by the judge in whose list they were standing before 
such transfer. If to this were added power for the 
judge in whose list any cause might be standing, which 
by agreement or admission of the parties, or as the re- 
sult of the pleadings, would not involve any reference 
to chambers, to transfer such cause to the extra 
judge it it should appear from the state of their respect- 


\ ive lists that it would be heard sooner when so 


transferred than if it remained uutransferred, we 
think that a very important alleviation of a public 
scandal would be effected without adding one shilling to 
the public burdens or affecting injuriously any private 
interest. Whether such relief would be more than tem- 
porary, whether it will not in the long run be found 
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necessary to increase the staff, both judicial and admin- 
istrative, in this division, is 4 question which we do not 
at present pretend or attempt to answer. 





—_ 





THE CIVIL JURISDICTION OF QUARTER 
SESSIONS. 


‘We have upon previous occasions pointed out the defects 
inherent in the constitution of the court of quarter 
sessions as & tribunal for the trial of criminal cases. We 
have urged as strongly as we could that the administra- 
tion of criminal justice in its more important phases 
ought not to be intrusted to persons wholly unskilled in 
law, and, what is worse, wholly untrained in the most 
difficult task of acquiring and maintaining a judicial 
attitude of mind under all circumstances. The observa- 
tions of Mr. Justice Lush at Durham indicate that a 
plan is under consideration which will considerably in- 
crease the criminal business at quarter sessions, and will 
render more needful than ever some such reform as we 
have advocated. 

But the court of quarter sessions has, besides its 
criminal jurisdiction, a civil jurisdiction. We rank the 
due administration of criminal justice as of far higher 
importance than that of civil justice, because the conse- 
quences of any miscarriage of justice with regard to 
persons accused of crime seem to us graver than with re- 

to civil matters. It must, however, be admitted 
that as a rule criminal cases are not so complicated or so 
difficult as civil cases, and, therefore, although it seems 
to us that the inadequacy of courts of quarter sessions 
for the performance of their functions as criminal 
tribunals is a matter calling more urgently for a remedy 
than their shortcomings with regard to civil cases, it 
nevertheless appears to us that their incapacity for 
dealing with the civil matters intrusted to them is still 
more glaring than theif defects as a criminal tribunal. 


Among the most troublesome matters known to 
tne law are questions with regard to rating. Not 
only do difficult and delicate points of law arise in 
the course of rating appeals, but when the subject of 
rating is a railway or colliery or any other important 
concern of a similar nature, the utmost complication of 
facts and the necessity for very elaborate calculations 
frequently arise. We will venture to say that no 
tribunal could possibly be devised by the ingenuity of 
man more utterly unsuitable to the determination of 
such matters than a court of quarter sessions. The 
result is that railway rating appeals and other rating 
appeals of a similar class are almost invariably referred 
to arbitration. As, however, it constantly happens that 
both the parties are not willing in the first instance to 
refer, the ease is brought to sessions, and great 
expense is incurred in fees to counsel, and the costs of 
witnesses, which all have to be incurred over 
again before the arbitrator. Moreover, even putting 
this aside and assuming that the parties 
generally agree to refer without coming to the sessions, 
the notorious expense and delay of arbitrations deter the 
parish and union authorities from contesting cases, and 
we ehould say that a very large amount is lost to the 
ratepayers generally throughout the kingdom by the 
rating authorities preferring to acquiesce in under-rating 
property rather than incur the very great expense of 
appealing. Besides, apart from the question of cases 
where very great complication of law and fact is involved, 
there are many other rating questions—especially since 
the late Act, by which sporting rights and woodlands be- 
came rateable—on which country gentlemen are wholly 
unfit to exercise an impartial judgment, through natural 
prejudice which no legal education has taught them to 
counteract. The members of the betich at quarter ses- 
sions would no doubt feel very much insulted by being 
told that, not only are they prejudiced, but that they 
give effect to their prejudice. But the truth is that it 





—<—————= 
requires in almost all men a long, special training to 
guard against the effects of a bias arising from position 
or interest, and it is quite possible and natural to decide 
with the most perfect consciousness of bona fides while 
most completely under the dominion of interest and pre. 
judice. It is impossible to avoid remarking on the 
almost Quixotic sensitiveness which the judges show 
with regard to the smallest possibility of a suggestion of 
interest, compared with the naive alacrity with which 
country gentlemen come forward to decide questions 
on which their natural interests and prejudices are 
of the strongest character. Instances are not un. 
known of the attendance of most unprecedentedly full 
benches of magistrates on occasions when the rating of 
sporting rights or woodlands has come in question. In 
such cases it frequently happens that almost ever 
magistrate on the bench is considerably interested that 
these kinds of property should be assessed at a low rate, 

There is also another mischief inherent in the nature. 
of the tribunal, and that is that the questions the justices. 
have to try are frequently decided in their own minds 
before ever they come into court to hear the case. No 
one who has practised before quarter sessions can fail to 
know how frequently this is the case with regard to all 
questions of genera! interest in a locality. The counsel 
and witnesses engaged might often as profitably occupy 
themselves with addressing the walls of the court-house 
as with addressing the court or adducing evidence. Hach 
member of the bench has long since made up his mind 
quite independently of anything he may hear in court, 
The matter has been discussed for months before in the 
hunting field, after dinner, and on every occasion when 
county magnates are brought together. There are cet- 
tain classes of questions with regard to local administra- 
tion in respect of which we do not think this state of 
things objectionable. Matters of this sort we should 
still leave under the charge of the magistrates. They 
are the very persons who are most fit to judge of them 
But with regard to such matters as are of a more judicial 
character, in which the rights of individual litigants are 
at stake, if a trial in a court is the proper mode of de 
ciding them, the tribunal ought to decide on what is 
heard in court, and not in accordance with foregone con- 
clusions. 


There is furthermore another great objection to the 
jurisdiction of quarter sessions. The court is too inde 
pendent and irresponsible. Our judicial system is in 
this respect very inconsistent, We give abundant 
facilities of appeal in most cases, and that from tribunals 
of a professional character; but in other matters, involving, 
it may be, pecuniary interests often quite as great and 
greater, and when the tribunal most needs supervision 
and control, there is, strictly speaking, no right of appeal 
at all. It is true that a special case may be stated by 
the sessions, but that mode of procedure is only available 
when the point in difference is a neat point of law capable 
of being disentangled from the facts, and which the 
sessions are willing to state. It is very often impossible 
to state a case, although the decision of the sessions 
may have involved very nice questions of legal principle 
and it by no means follows that the tribunal is mos 
willing to state a case when in its own mind it is mos 
doubtful of the correctness of its decision. The conse 
quence is that a case in the superior courts — 
£50 damages may be tried and re-tried; may be a 
in the High Court of Justice, and re-heard in the Coutt 
of Appeal; but a question of rating involving very 
sums of money depends on the decision of, say, a bare 
and a few country gentlemen and parsons, with 
the possibility of any appeal from their decision, ho 
obviously erroneous, Under these circumstances, 
is no check upon the tribunal. It does just what it 
without that wholesome fear of reversal which keeps 
judge of the superior court straight. Its demeanow 
towards the professional persons practising before it 1 
frequently tinctured in a greater or less degree by 
tinge of contempt and dislike which the layman, igno 
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of'a special art or science, generally feels for the expert, 
more especially if the layman considers himself generally 
a much greater and more important person than the 

But on the other hand, as frequently happens 
between laymen and experts, the tribunal sometimes pins 
its faith on some particular practitioner who has got its 
ear, and saves itself the trouble of trying to understand 
the true legal bearing of any question brought before it 
by accepting whatever he lays down as the law. 

We cannot help thinking that the tribunal of quarter 
sessions is altogether an unsatisfactory one. The remedy 
which we conceive to be the proper one we have before 
treated of at large. We would have competent profes- 
sional men as chairmen. Such could easily be found at 
very reasonable salaries, if the appointment were not 
made incompatible with general practice. 





The New Practice. 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 


JomnpEr or Tuirp Party—Norics sy DerenpanT— 
DisckeTion or Covurr—Orp, 16, gr. 17-21.—Some ques- 
tions of importance with regard to third-party notices 
were raised and discussed before the Court of Appeal, on 
the 15th inst., in a case of Bower v. Hartley. This was 
anaction in the Queen’s Bench Division. The plaintiff 
had employed the defendants, who were insurance brokers, 
to effect insurances for him upon a cargo which he was 
about to-ship abroad. Some insurances were accordingly 
effected by the defendants. The vessel in which the cargo 
was shipped was stranded soon after she commenced her 
Yoyage, and the cargo was seriously damaged. The 
satement of claim alleged that the defendants had been 
guilty of negligence in effecting the policies, so that the 
plaintiff was unable to recover upon them the sums which 
he would have been entitled to recover if they had been 
effected according to his instructions to the defendants, 
and the plaintiff claimed £8,000 damages. The acts of 
negligence alleged were (1) that the defendants had de- 
dlared upon the policies as the value of the cargo a sum 
cmsiderably less than that which the plaintiff had 
directed then to insure it for; (2) that in one of the 
Policies the defendants had caused the cargo to be 
materially misdescribed ; (8) that in the same policy the 
defendants had permitted the insertion of an unusual con- 
dition. The policy referred to under the second and 
third heads had been effected with underwriters in France. 

condition referred to was this:—La présente 
tsurance est consenti franc d’avaries particulidres 
Matérielles (casse comprise).” This French policy the de- 
fendants had not effected themselves, but had employed 
Leyland & Co., another firm of insurance brokers, as their 
ageots to effect it. Consequently, the defendants, if they 
were liable to the plaintiffs for negligence with regard to 
this policy, would claim to be indemnified by Leyland & 
Co, Under these ciroumstances the defendants applied 
for leave to serve a third-party notice under r. 18 upon 
Teyland & Co., and leave was given in the first instanoe by 
& master in chambers. Leyland & Co. applied to a 
@ in chambers to set the master’s order aside, 

¢ it was affirmed by Lindley, J. An appeal was there- 
Qpon taken to the Queen’s Bench Division, who discharged 
the order. The defendants then brought the case to the 
Ooart of Appeal, and the hearing took place before James 
and Mellish, L.JJ., and Baggallay, J.A. The court pointed 
Sat that the question to be tried as between the plaintiff 
and the defendants was not entirely the same as that which 
Would have to be tried between the defendants and the 
third parties. The question whether there had been neg- 
or not must depend to a great extent upon the 

Mature of the instructions which had been given by the 
pal to the agent, and the instructions given by the 
ants to the third parties might not be the same as 

those which the plaintiffs had given to the defendants. 
» Leyland & Oo. had sworn positively that the 

tiff’s instructions had never been communicated to 

by the defendants. There was, however, one ques- 





tion of fact which was common to all the parties, vis., the 
question whether, under the circumstances, the amount of 
the loss was recoverable upon the French policy. Though 
this was not the whole of the question to be tried between 
the plaintiff and the defendants, still the court held (as 
was held by the Queen’s Bench Division in Benecke v. Frost, 
24 W. R. 669, and by the Court of Appeal ina subsequent 
case of The Swansea Shipping Company v. ) that 
there was power to order Leyland & Co. to be, served with 
@ notice, and that they should be bound by the determina- 
tion of this one question in this action. And an order 
would have been made to this effect’ had not the plaintiff 
intervened and opposed it on the ground that he might 
be seriously —— and delayed if the proposed order 
was made. It was urged on his behalf that on the simple 
question of the validity of the French policy he might and 
probably would, as against the defendants, be able to rely 
upon admissions made by them that the policy was 
invalid, while those admissions would not be evidence at 
all as against the third parties. If the two cases were tried 
together this might seriously prejudice the plaintiff with 
the jury. Then another objection was that the action had 
been entered for trial at the approaching Liverpool Assizes, 
the commission day being the 22nd inst., and that if the 
third parties were to be served the result would 
probably be that the trial would have to be postponed. 
The court acceded to these arguments, and declined to dis- 
turb the decision of the Queen’s Bench Division. They 
said that the power to order a third party tu be served and 
bound is a discretionary one, and that in the exercise of its 
discretion the court ought to have regard to the question 
whether the plaintiff would be prejudiced in any way by the 
order. Taking all the circumstances of the case into con- 
sideration, it was not at all clear that the plaintiff would 
not be damnified by the introduction of the third parties, 
and therefore the order ought not to be made. 


Security ror Costs—PLatntirF Our OF JURISDICTION— 
Surr coMMENCED BEFORE NovemsBer, 1875—Ogver or 
Fepevary, 1876, x. 7.—On the 19th inst., an appeal 
from the decision of Vice-Chancellor Malins in the 
case of The Republic of Costa Rica v. Erlanger (24 
W. RB. 880), which we noted ante, p. 684, was heard by the 
Court of Appeal. The suit was instituted in the Court of 
Chancery before November, 1875, the plaintiffs being a 
foreign Government, and they had, under the old practice, 
been required to give security for coste by depositing £120 
in court, and this they had done. The suit related to very 
complicated transactions, and the costs already incarred 
were very large, and in June last one of the defendants, 
who stated that his costs would probably amount to 
£2,000, applied to the Vice-Chanceller under r. 7 of 
February, 1876, for an order that further seourity should 
be given for the costs The Vice-Chancellor was of 
opinion that the new rule does not apply to suits commenced 
before the Judicature Acts came iuto operation. But, 
whether that was so or not, he thongat that, as he had a 
discretion given him by the rule, he ought not to increase 
the security in a case where a foreign Government had 
been in effect already told by the court that they would 
be entitled to proceed with their suit upon depositing 
£120 The Court of Appeal (James and Mellisb, LJJ., 
and Baggallay, J.A.), however, were of opinion that the 
new rule, being one which relates only to procedare and 
which does not alter the law, applies to old suits 
equally with new ones. The rule was intended 
to remedy what had been long felt to be a serious defect in 
the practice of the Court of Chancery, and to assimilate the 

ractice in all the divisions of the High Court to that which 

— prevailed in the common law courts, of requiriag a 
plaintiff out of the jurisdiction to give substantial—not 
merely nomiaal—security for costs. As Lord Justice Mellish 
tersely expressed it, a suitor has no vested interest in 
defective procedure, and if, in the course of a litigation, a 
change is made in the procedure, no injustice is dove te the 
suitor; and, as Lord Justics James smd, the sum of £100 
was fixed as the amount of security centuries ago, at a time 
when the value of money was very different from its present 
value, and when the heavy suits which are new familiar to 
the courts were ly unknown, The practice as to the 
amount of security was, therefore, very properly altered to 
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meet the change of circumstances. Another thing to be noted 
under the new rule is this, that applications for seourity 
for costs may now be made from time to time, instead of 
only once for all, as under the old practice, and the right 
to require security will not be, as was formerly the case, 
waived by the defendant’s taking proceedings in the action. 
The Court of Appeal, moreover, said that security could 
only be required for future costs, not for costs already 
incurred, and in the case before them they ordered that the 
plaintiffs should give security for £500. 


TeiiL BY Jury—Action1n CHancery Division—TRIAL 
at Agsizes—JupicaTurE Act, 1873, s. 29—Orp. 36, R. 29. 
—The same day, in a case of Cave v. Mackenzie, the ques- 
tion, which has been already mooted, of the right of the 
judges of the eommon law divisions to refuse to try issues 
sent for trial from the Chancery Division, was raised 
before the Court of Appeal. Cave v. Mackenzie is an action 
in the Chancery Division, and is attached to the Rolls 
Court. The Master of the Rolls, some time since, on the 
application of the defendatt, ordered that the issues of fact 
in the case shonid be tried before a judge and jury at 
the Chelmsford Aesizes, and the action was entered for 
trial accordingly. It came on for trial on Tuesday last 
before Huddleston, B., and he then, after consulting 
Cockbarn. C.J., refused to try it because it was a case 
from the Chancery Division, and said that it must go back 
for trial to the Master of the Rolls. The action was 
accordingly struck ont, with the result to the parties that 
the vost of attendance of witnesses and the fees on coan- 
sel’s briefs (amounting, it is said, to £150) are 
thrown away, and that the trial is indefinitely post- 

ned. On Wednesday application was made on be- 
thalf of the plaintiff to the Master of the Rolls 
with the view of ascertaining what was.to be done. His 
lordship, though he was still of opinion that his order was 
a a one and that the case ought to have been tried, 
said that he was powerless in the matter, and recommended 
that ap application should be made to the Court of Appeal. 
Accordingly, Romer, for the plaintiff, asked that court for 
leave to serve notice of appeal from the order of Huddleston, 
B., so as to get the case restored to the list, and tried before 
the close of the assizes. The court, bowever (James and 
Mellish, L.JJ., and Baggallay, J.A.), were of opinion that 
there was ro order which could be made the subject of an 
appeal, and that they could not interfere. All thatthe court 
could suggest was that the plaintiff might possibly have a 
right to petition Parliament, on the ground that a judge 
had refused to perform his duty, or that perbaps the Lord 
Chancellor, or the Attorney-General, might be able to find 
some solution of the difficulty. 


Trial OF CHancery Action at Assizzs—Orp. 36, R. }. 
—In a case of Redmayne v. Vaughan, on the 18th inst., 
Bacon, V.C., made an order to the effect that the action 
should be entered for trial at the approaching Liverpool 
Assizes. The cirenmstances under which the order was 
made were as follows:—The action was a partnership 
action, commenced in the district registry at Liverpool, and 
assigned to Vice-Chancellor Bacon. ere was an import- 
ant question of fact between the parties; and the plaintiff 
in his statement of claim said that he proposed that the 
action should be tried within the hundred of West Derby, 
in the county of Lencester, that is to say, at Liverpool. 
The action being ripe for trial, application was made to the 
associate at Liverpool and also to the district registrar there 
to enter the action for trial by a judge and jary at the 
awsizes. Each of them refused to do so, and accordingly on 
Tuesday, 7. J. Edwards, for the plaintiff, and in pursuance 
of special leave, moved for an order that the action might 
be entered as above mentioned. He submitted that 
ord. 36, r. 1, which allows the plaintiff to name the place 
where the action shall be tried, applies to all actions in 
the High Court, citing two cases, namely, Hovper v. 
Brawnd (ate, p. 373) and Ridge v. Ridge (ante, p. 686), in 
both of which the President of the Probate Division bad 
expressed himself in terms clearly showing that, in his 
opinion, the rule applied toprobate actions. He submitted 
that there could be no difference in this respect between a 
probate action and # partnership action, each of them being 





spective division, and that the addition of the name of a 
Vice-Chancellor or the Master of the Rolls is only, ag i 
were, a mark of a sub-division of the Chancery Division 
The defendant, who had been served with notice of the 
motion, did not appear. Bacon, V.C., made the orde 
asked for, but his lordship refused to give any direction 
as to the manner in which, or the officers by whom, ths 
cause should be entered for tril. 


Taxation oF Cosrs IN Distaict Reaistay—Orp. 35, pp, 
1, 2, 3.—{n a case of Iriam v. Iriam, heard before Hall, 
V.C., on the 15th inst., the district registrar at Liverpoo} 
had (see ante, p. 272) issued an administration sum 
and made a decree, by consent, for the administration of 
the real and personal estate, directing accounts and jp. 
quiries, and reserving farther directions. The Vigg. 
Chancellor held these proceedings irregular, and madg 
the usual administration decree directing accounts 
and inquiries to be taken in the district registry, 
and ordered that upon the result of the accouny 
and inquiries being reported the action should hy 
heard in London on further consideration. The action 
now came on for furtber consideration upon the report of 
the district registrar. Minutes were prepared which con 
tained the following clause :— Let the district registrar 
at Liverpool tax the costs of all parties of this action,” 
Robinson, Q.C., and Bardswell, for the plaintiffs, in support 
of the proposed minute, contended that the costs could by 
taxed by the district registrar, the action having been in. 
stituted in the district registry, and not having been m 
moved. Hall, V.C., refused to insert the words proposed 
in the minutes. His lordship added that it was only i: 
simple cases where the district registrar had the power 
entering final judgment—e.g., in the case of default being 
made by the defendant—that the costs could be taxed by 
the district registrar. In an action such as the present 
which would have to proceed further, and in which fu 
inquiries would have to be directed, he would not di 
costs to be taxed by the district registrar. 


eed 


PiLeapING THE SvaTUTE OF Fravps.—In the Divisi 
Court, on the 17th inst., before Hannen and Quain, J 
Merewether moved, in the case of Clark v. Callow, for 
order to enter judgment for the defendant on the £ 0 
that the contract sued on was within the Statute of Frau 
Field, J., who tried the case at the Rutland Assizes, 
refused to allow that defence to be set up, asit was 
pleaded as required by ord. 19, r. 23. The plaintiff 
alleged as facts the delivery and also the acceptance by t 
defendant of goods sold. These facts the defendant 
by his statement of defence, denied. This it was conte 
was tantamount to pleading a defence under the stat 
Hannen and Quain, JJ., expressed a strong opinion 
this was not a pleading of the statute as intended by ord. 
r. 23. The matter, however, stood over, as an order f 
new trial was also moved for on the ground that the ve 
was against the weight of the evidence, 








The date of the Social Science Congress, to be held 
Liverpool in October next, has been chunged from the Il 
to the 18th to the 10th and 17th of that month. 


At the sitting of the Leeds County Court a few dap 
ago the judge (Mr. Serjeant Tindal Atkinson) said 
in consequence of his not taking cases in which prof 
sional gentlemen were engaged before balf-past one o'cla 
in the afternoon, it had been found impossible to¢ 
throngh the business, and the adjournments had, of co 
entailed great cost on the suitors. In looking at then 
character of the business of the court, it wae difficall 
adopt a system which should meet the convenience of # 
public and of professional gentlemen. He proposed 
Mondays should be special days, when the Court would 
at half-past ten o'clock, aud when there would be 
@ limited nomber of cases in which the sam olaimed # 
£5 and upwards, and in which counsel or solicitors 
engaged. No jadgment samimonses or applications wo 
be heard on such special days without leave, to be obtail 





specifically assigned by the Act of 1873 to its own re- 


by order in chambers, 
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Ina case oF Ex parts Arnold, decided by the Court of 
on the 20th inst., a question arose as to the effect 
of the protecting clause, section 94, of the Bankruptcy 
Act, 1869. This section provides (inter alia) by sub-section 
$that nothing in the Act contained shall render invalid 
“any contract or dealing with the bankrupt, made in good 
faith and for valuable consideration, before the date of the 
order of adjudication, by a person not having, at the time 
of making such contract or dealing, notice of any act of 
bankruptcy committed by the bankrupt, and available 
against bim for adjadication.” The corresponding clause, 
gection 133, of the Bankruptcy Act of 1849 differed 
slightly in its language. It spoke of “dealings and 
transactions’ instead of’ “ dealings ” only, and, thongh it 
mentioned bona fides, it said nothing about valuable consid- 
eration. In Ex parte Arnold a debtor, on the 16th of 
February, executed a bill of sale of certain chattels (not 
the whole of his property) to secure a debt due to one of 
his creditors. The bill of sale was duly registered. Onthe 
10th of March the debtor filed a liquidation petition. Onthe 
llth of March the creditor took possession of the property 
comprised in his bill of sale, but when he did so he had 
had no notice of the act of bankruptcy. Under these 
circumstances the court (James and Mellish, L.JJ., and 
Baggallay, J.A.) held, reversing a decision of the Chief 
Judge, that although the goods were in the order and dis- 
position of the debtor, with the consent of the mortgagee, 
at the commencement of: the liquidation, yet the mort- 
was entitled to retain them as against the trustee, 
court were of opinion that the word “dealings ” in 
section 94 had, in effect, as extensive a meaning as the 
words ‘‘dealings and transactions” in the Act of 1849, 
and that consequently the cases upon that section, such 
as Graham v. Truber (14 C. B. 134), still apply. And asto 
the words ‘‘ for valuable consideration,” the court were of 
opinion that they were inserted in section 94 only to make 
that still clearer which was implied in the words bond fide 
insection 133. It was intended only to exclude from the 
protection mere gifts of the bankrupt’s property. In the 
present case the transactions relating to the bill of sale 
must be looked at as a whole; the bill of sale was clearly 
given for value, and the seizure was only the completion 
of the security, and was therefore a dealing for valuable 
consideration. It had been contended on the part of the 
trustee that money, or at any rate something of value, 








size 

; wal must have passed tothe bankrupt at the time when the 

intiff feizare was made, but the court held that this was not 

ce by t Recessary. 

dant 

Saal THERE WAS A FURTHER POINT in the case which arose 

inion thi *8:—The day before the petition was filed, the debtor's 

ae wlicitor wrote a letter to the mor!gagee, telling him that the 

vint debtor was about to file a liquidation petition, and after the 

he ven teceipt of this letter the mortgagee at once sent a person to 
seize the goods, but the seizure was not effected till after 
the petition had been filed. It was shown, however, that a 
wmilar letter had been written by the solicitor to several 
others of the principal creditors of the debtor, and the 

be held agg Court. was satisfied on the evidence that the letter was 

n the 11g Witten 60nd Ade, and not in pursuance of any understand- 





ing between the debtor and the creditor that the former 
thould give the latter warning in case he was about to 







few ¢ tute bankruptcy proceedings. The court, therefore, 
) said thought that the case was governed by that class of 
oh pre authorities, such as Ex parte Hall:far (2 M.D. & De G. 





















one o'clodim 544), which have decided that notice of an intention to com- 
ible tog™m mit an act of bankruptcy is not notice of an act of bank- 
, of co Tuptcy having been committed, but that a creditor receiving 
, then 8 Notice is entitled to disregard it, and is in no way 
diffioulé! d to inquire afterwards whether an act of bankruptcy 
nce of tm bas been committed. 

»posed 

‘+ would ‘ 

id be Tux same pay, in another case of Ex parte Jenkin, an 
aimed # 1 from a county court had been presented to the 





citors Wm” bi Judge, but at the time fixed for the hearing the ap- 
tions wom Peant failed to appear, and on the application of the 
be obtaim wpondents the appeal was dismissed with costs. The 


dismissing it was expressed to be made, not upon the 







merits, but simply upon the non-appearance of the appel- 
lant. The appellant afterwards applied to the Chief 
Judge for a re-hearing, but this application was refused. 
He then appealed to the Court of Appeal simply from the 
original order dismissing the appeal. The court declined 
to go into the merits of the case, and held that the appeal 
could not be entertained, inasmuch as the order upon its 
face was clearly right, and showed that under the cir- 
cumstances the Chief Judge could have made no other 
order than that which he did make. 
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Heqal News. 


With regard, says the Pall Mall Gazette, to what might 
seem the premature announcement of Mr. Hassard’s ap- 
—- to fill the office. vacant by the death of Mr. Hart 

yke, we are requested to state that it was owing to the 
pressing necessity of there being a notary public duly 
qualified to sign the schedule for the prorogation of Convo- 
cation that Mr. Hassard had to be sworn in as a temporary 
official on Tuesday. Singularly enough, the same necessity 
for immediate action arose on Mr. Hart Dyke's own ap- 
pointment. Mr. Hassard has accepted the office subject to 
any arrangement Parliament may hereafter make as to its 
emoluments. 


Mr. Baron Huddleston, in the Erith lock-out case, thus 
explained the effect of the Act of last session:—“ Tue law 
now was perfectly fair and equal as to masters ani men. 
The Act was altered last session in the interests of the men, 
and ought to be respected by them. The masters in the 
present case had desired to introduce piecework and had a 
perfect right to do so. The men had an equal right to re- 
fuse it ; but they had no right to combine in order to exer- 
cise tyranny upon others. You have a right to arrange 
your own terms of working, but you have no right to com- 
bine to impose restriction upon others. You may advocate 
your own views by argument and reasoning, but you must 
not endeavour by unl«wful mens to compel others to ab- 
stain from working. You must not persistently follow any 
one from place to place ; you must not, in short, ‘dodge’ 
aman; you must not do anything to interfere with his per- 
sonal liberty. You must not hide his tools or his clothes, or 
anything he uses. You must not watch or beset men, ex- 
cept for the purpose of obtaining or giving information, or 
to ascertain if those professing to be on strike are really 
working. There was a proviso inserted that this should 
not be criminal ; but it is so dangerous a thing to do at all, 
that it is difficult to guard against the abuse of 
the practice, and, therefore, if you assert a right to 
‘picket’ you are almost certain to get into difficulty, for, 
whatever you may intend by it, others wil! go beyond it. 
Most certainly, watching and besettiog, unless it is only for 
information, is illegal.” 


On Thursday, says the Daily News, a singular occurrence 
took place at Guildhall. On the result of the election of 
sheriffs for London and Middlesex being made known, the 
bells of St. Lawrence Jewry rung a merry peal. Asa rule, 
when that ceremony takes place the law courts are not 
sitting in the City, and the magistrates at the police- 
court have either to submit to the noise or to send a 
request to the churchwardens asking them to discontinue 
the ringing of the bells, a request which is always com- 
plied with, On Tharsday, there was an exceptional election 
of a sheriff, but as he was not opposed the proceedings 
were soon over. When Mr. Jastine Qaain returned to the 
Court of Queen’s Bench after luncheon he heard the bells. 
ringing, and the noise was so great that he said it was 
impossible for them to transact their business unless the 
bells were stopped, and he sent a messenger to the church 
to request that the ringing should cease, but he did not 
know, he said, whether he hai the power to order them to 
stop. After some time the judge remarked that the mes- 
senger had been a long while gone, but he did not wonder 
at it, from the fact that the functionary upon whom the 
duty of ringing the bells devolved was, as arale, a very 
difficult individual to get at. The bells, however, suidenly 
ceased, and the business of the court proceeded. In the 

lice-court the business was adjourned by Alderman 

wden as it was impossible to hear a word the witnesses. 











said. 








THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


July 22, 1876, 








Docieties. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The following suggestions have been made by the Council 
of the Incorporated Law Soviety for amendments in the 
rules in the first schedule to the Judicature Act, 1875:— 

Ord. 2, r. 1.] It would be better that Queen’s Bench, 
Common Pleas, and Exchequer should form one division for 
the issuing of writs, filing pleadings, affidavits, drawing up 
rules, signing judgments, and all o:her formal proceedings, 
asin chancery. This would promote uniformity and save 
trouble to suitors, and be economical, 

R. 4.] The previous leave of court, before issuing writ for 
service out of the jurisdiction, might with advantage be 
dispensed with, and it is suggested it would be better to 
revert to the old practice under the Common Law Pro- 
cedure Act, which worked well, and under which the 
application to the court for leave to sign judgment, and show- 
ing jurisdiction, was only necessary if the defendant did not 


appear. 

&. 6,] Make the rules apply to proceedings under the 
Bills of Exchange Act, without distinction, after leave to 
appear, including liberty to apply for leave to sign judg- 
ment as on a writ specially indorsed, and making the rules 
as regards suing firms, substituted service, and the like 
apply to writs under Bills of Exchange Act. Actions on 
bills of exchange are the class of cases in which the plaintiff 
is least likely to know of whom a firm liable on the bill may 


consist. 

Ord. 9, r. 6.] Should be extended to single defendants 
os on business within the jurisdiction in the name of 
a 


Ord. 12, r. 3,] The provisions of this rule and of r.7 of 
December, 1875, and of r. 5 of February, 1876, should be 
amalgamated and re-enacted, and their intention made more 
clear and distinct. There is a doubt as to whether the 
words “ previous day” and “the day following” relate to 
the eighth day after service, or the opening of the offices on 
the ninth day, according to the old practice. 

Ord. 12, r. 10.] When defendant appears by solicitor, 
the address of the defendant should be given. 

And when partners ere sned in the name of the firm, 
they should give the names and addresses of all the part- 
ners. 

_ Ord, 13, r. 9.] When defendant does not appear in ac- 
tions in the Chancery Division, it is desirable that there 
should be a speedy mode of obtaining judgment. At pre- 
sent in some courts the action is set down as an ordinary 
action, and has to wait its turm for coming on; in some 
courts the plaintiff may bring it on a8 @ short cause. 
Seeing that these cases are mostly foreclosure actions, 
generally very simple and always undefended, any delay 
should be avoided. 

At present the registrar requires an office copy of the 
statement of claim when judgment given where no 
appearance has been entered. This seems an unnecessary 
expenee and delay. A certificate has to be produced, when 
= — > ruchtedy that plaintiff has filed a statement, 

a endant has no : is shoold be 
ao t appeared. This shonld b 
, ra 16, r. 2.] Tt would be desirable that the words 
“through a bond fide mistake, &c.,” should be omitted. It 
is often prudent to add another plaintiff to save the discus- 
sion of a question of parties, raised by the defence or other- 
wise, without any “ mistake” having been made. 

Rr. 3, 5.] These rules should be amended so as to remove 
the doubts which have been expressed, that effect cannot be 
given to these rules unless the qaestions in iesue arise out of 
one and the same contract. The rulesshould apply to cases 
of contracts of sale and re-sale and sale again, and of sub- 
contracts and the like, 

R. 10.) This rule should be made to extend to changes in 

8, OF a succession of firms, pending the running of a 
continuous contract, so as to avoid the necessity of a multi- 
plicity of actions. ‘The rule should also be made to apply to 
the ease of one person trading under the name of a firm. 

Ord. 16.7. 15.] If a defendant be added, it would be 

better that the writ and statement of claim (if one has 

been delivered) should be amended, ands time fixed for 
defendant to appear and answer, according to the old 
practice, to which there was no objection, The practice, 





ander this rale, of issuing an additional writ, leadstocon. _ 


fusion. There are two numbers to the action, and two 
commencements, and otherwise unnecessary confusion. 

Rr. 17, 18, 19.] These should be extended so as to em. 
brace questions not precisely the same, or not arising out 
of one and the same contract, according to the constrne. 
tion that is at present put upon these rules, and which hag 
very much narrowed their utility. 

Ord. 19, r. 5.] Three folios is much too low for the 
maximum of length for written pleadings. It causes ex- 
pense and trouble, and a multiplicatioc of small pieces of 
paper, and, what is worse and more important, the inevi- 
table delay of one ortwodays. Folios ten or twelve would 
serve better as a maximum. 

Parties should be allowed to delivered their pleadings in 
manuscript at their own cost, and deliver printed copy 
three days afterwards. This would save the much greater 
expense of an application for time, often obtained only to 
obtain time for printing. 

R. 20.] In practice this rale has not baen found to have 
the effect of preventing general denials. 

Ord. 21, r. 1 (a).] It is desirable that this rule and ord, 
24, r. 1, should both be amended by not making it com- 
pulsory on a plaintiff to proceed within a limited time, 
unless the defendant shall require him (by @ simple 
demand according to the old practice) to do so. Mach 
unnecessary litigation is saved by allowing the proceedings 
to lie dormant and be ultimately dropped. Besides this, 
it puts plaintiffs to the cost of unnecessary applications for 
time. 

R. 1 (b).] It would be better that plaintiff should not 
be at liberty to deliver statement of claim with the writ, 
and not unless and until required by defendant to do so; 
otherwise the advantage of the writ, which is to give a 
locus penitentia for settlement, is lost. 

Ord. 22, r. 1.] Hight days is too short a time for defend- 
ant to deliver his defence. Two days are consumed by 
printing ; one by Sunday, leaving only five days, during 
which the statement has to be often sent into the country ; 
the client sent for and seen; instructiong sent up to 
London to prepare the defence ; counsel instructed ; the 
draft sent to the country and returned to London. The 
result is that in nearly every case applications for timeare 
necessary, and the defendant is often unfairly put under 
terms of short notice of trial. It is suggested that four- 
teen days would not be too much. 

R. 3.] When defendant has appeared and required a 
statement of claim, the plaintiff may serve a summons for 
leave to sign judgment; and although he may get no 
order, it is held that under this rule the time for delivering 
defence on a liquidated demand counts from refusal of 
order to plaintiff, and so by a side wind plaintiff avoids de- 
livering the required statement, and is allowed to sign 
judgment, which, if set aside afterwards, is only set aside 
on terms, Plaintiff ought to be required to deliver his 
statement in such @ case. 

It would be better to revert to the old practice of allow- 
ing a plaintiff to discontinue at any time as of course, 
making him liable for costs. No evil ever resulted in 
practice from this. ‘ 

Ord. 27, r. 3.] This rule by implication allows to a 
defendant who has set up a counter-claim twenty-eight 
days before the case can be tried. This is too long. 

Ord, 30, 7. 2.] It would be very convenient if money 
might be paid into court by a cheque on a London bank, 
as is permitted with legacy duty. 

R. 8.] Power should be given to the judge to dispense 
with the written authority of the plaintiff to take money 
out of court under special circumstances. 

R. 4.] The limit of four days should be omitted, for the 
reason stated above. (See ord. 21, r. 1.) 

Ord. 81, r. 1.] Interrogatories should be limited to facts 
believed to be within the other party’s knowledge; and 


interrogatories as to factsas to which it is known the other . 


party can have no personal knowledge should be prohibited. 
Interrogatories are multiplied by merely formal questions. 
R.7.] The maximum for a written affidavit (three folios) 
is too low, and should be extended to ten or twelve folios 
(see supra, ord. 19, r, 5); and liberty, as there pi 
shonld be given to file the affidavit in manuscript and de- 
liver printed copy afterwards. 
Rr. 11,12.] It would be desirable that either party should 
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~ gave the right to discovery by inspection and production of 


ts at any time, subject to special orders as to 
qosta, with power to reserve costs, and costs not to be costs 
the cause as of right. 

Ord. 32.] It would be desirable to extend this right to 
gall for admission of specific facts known to both sides and 
potreally in dispute, though material—as, for example, 
the date of sailing of a ship and the like. 

Ord. 34.] It would be convenient to give power to the 
sadge to direct a special case to be stated without consent, 
‘and with power, in case of dispute as to facts, to refer it 
to the master to settle the facts, and for him at the same 
time to adjudge costs if unnecessary difficulties raised, or 
facta not admitted improperly. 

Ord. 36.] The present arrangements for Nisi Prius 
fpusiness in Middlesex and London cause much incon- 
yenience and additional expense. There is great uncer- 
tainty as to the time at which a case will be tried. This 
jnoreases cost of keeping witnesses, and, owing to so many 
Vist Prius courts sitting at the same time, frequently de- 
prives suitors of the attendance of their counsel, and it is 
necessary to bring witnesses from a distance to London 
apon the mere chance of a case being heard. 

The comparatively short time during which Wisi Prius 
courts now sit (10 or 10.30 till 4) adds materially to the 
cost of witnesses. This is aggravated. by rising at two on 
Saturdays. 1t is suggested that the associates should ap- 
point special jury causes as formerly, with power (subject 
to appeal to judge) to appoint any particular casein which, 
by reason of witness being abont to leave the country, or 
for any-ether reason, delay would be prejudicial, out of its 
torn, Also, that two courts of Nisi Prius should sit con- 
tinuously in Middlesex and also in London, except in vaca- 
tions—one court to take special and the other common 
jury actions, and extra courts if and when found requisite. 
Also that the Wisi Prius courts should sit ordinarily from 
10 to 5, with no sittings on Saturdays. It is suggested 
that a separate list should be made of causes to be tried 
before a judge without a jury. 

R. 3.] It is suggested that the absolute right given to 
the defendant to have the issues of fact tried before a jury 
should be qualified by making it in the discretion of the 
court, who should only order a trial by jury in cases fitted 
for that tribunal. 

Ifsuch right be acceded to defendants, it should be made 
equally applicable to actions in the Chancery Division, which 
‘is not now the case. 

BR, 9.] Ten days’ notice of trial is too short, considering 
thet all undefeaded causes are now eliminated ; fifteen days 
would not be toglong for a defendant to prepare for trial. 

&. 13.] It is very inconvenient that a plaintiff should not 
‘be allowed, as of right and without leave, to countermand 
notice of trial, making him liable for costs, as of course, if 
he do not countermand in time. A plaintiff generally 
countermands upon some sudden emergency as to evidence, 
and it is important that, when he has determined not to try, 
< ///! be no delay in stopping preparations on both 


R. 1.] It would be better to take out the words “ but 
2oG so as to make the tribunal of the referee a public court,” 
giviog power to the referee to sit in private in any 
ar cases, 

_ &.4,] It would be much better to allow defendants to take 
judgments of non pros., if the plaintiff do not take his 
cause to trial when ruled to do so, instead of obliging the 
defendant to take the cause down to trial—-a most unneces- 
Sary expense. The defendant should have a right analogous 
to under section 101 of the Common Law Procedure 
Act, 1852, of taking jndgment if, after twenty days’ notice, 

plaintiff does not proceed to trial. 

Ord. 36.) It should be ordered that the}action be not set 
down for trial till the evidence is closed. At present it 
Sometinaes occurs that notice of trial is given before {the 
evidence-in-chief is closed. 

Ord, 39,] The court should have power, on granting a 

for a new trial, to order that the judge’s or shorthand 
notes of the evidence of any witness examined at the first 
trial who may have died, or be unable to attend, be read at 
the new trial. 

The four days is too short, considering that the court is 

“ow commonly sitting in Banco. Fourteen days would not 





be too much time to allow the unsuccessful party to move 
for a new trial. 

Ord. 42, r. 10.] So much of this rule as requires the 
signature of the solicitor to the pr@cipe should be omitted. 
This is strictly acted upon in the Queea’s Bench, and often 
causes great delay and inconvenience if the solicitor be 
absent, and it might lead to serious loss if another execution 
got priority, or in other cases, 

Ord. 54, r. 6.] There should be power to extend the time 
for appealing under special circumstances. ; 

Ord, 55, r. 2.) Bank holidays and the day ordered to be 
kept as the Queen’s birthday should be added. This latter 
is annually made the subject of special rule. 

Ord. 58, rr. 2, 8.] Provision should be made for 
furnishing the judges of the Court of Appeal with copies 
of the demurrer book, special case or pleadings. These are 
not required by these rules or any other. 

Ord, 58, r. 14.] The power here given to the Court of 
Appeal should be extended to a divisional court. 

The position of the law as to co:ts is in a very uncertain 
condition, and requires to be dealt with by definite rules. 
There is much doubt as to the effect of the various certifi- 
cates heretofore required ; also as to whether the old law as 
regards the cost of issues still has force ; as to the costs of 
rules whera no order is made, and the like, 

The allowance for printing is very low, and there is great 
difficulty in getting printers to print for the scale—particu- 
larly short pleadings. It would be better that a fixed sum 
should be allowed, say £1 for twenty folios or under. 

Now that so many country cases are tried in London, in 
which the briefs are prepared in the country, it falls very 
hardly on the solicitors that the London agent must read 
the brief and make himself acquainted with the case, either 
without any remuneration, or that he must make a charge 
against the country solicitor personally. It is suggested 
that a fee for reading the brief and papers in such cases 
should be allowed to the London agent as costs ix the 
cause. Thisis done in bankruptcy, where ‘a fee ef two 
guineas, or more in heavy cases, is allowed to the London 
agent for perusing the papers. 

Additional Rules No. 22.) Considering that defendant's 
time to answer is very limited, and is curtailed by the 
necessity for printing, it should not be an inflexible rule 
that the applicants are to lose the costs of a second applica- 
tion for time. It would be better that the allowance for 
more than one application for time should be left to the dis- 
cretion of the master, to be dealt with according to circume 
stances in particular cases. 

Staying Actions.| It would be desirable, if it be competent 
to deal with the subject by rules, that the present. difficulty 
and conflict of practice among the different divisions in 
regard to staying actions after the commencement of at 
winding up and in other cases should be dealt with and 
put on a satisfactory footing. 

References and Trials before Assessors.| Also that all doubts 
should be removed as to the power of the judges to direct 
compulsory referenees in any case in which they may think 
it desirable. And also as to the power to direct any case to 
be tried before a judge sitting with an assessor. 

Ord. 1, r, 1.] The practice in the Probate Division under 
this order is needlessly cumbrous. There is warning to 
caveat and appearance, followed by the issuing of a sub- 
sequent writ, and then another appearance, ither the 
appearance hefore the writ or the writ after the appearance 
should be dispensed with. 

Ord. 5, r. 11,] Sub-section ‘‘d,” relating to proceedings 
tn personam, becomes inoperative through being by mis- 
take under the general heading of proceedings in rem. It 
should be made a separate rule. : 

As to proceedings in rem in admiralty, in default of 
appearance, there was great doubt whether the former 
practice had been superseded or still prevails, and notice 
of a decision of the judge has been issued from the 
admiralty registry, setting forth what the practice is to be, 

The present opportunity should be taken of incor- 
porating the substance of this notice in the rules. 

The old probate rule, that a party propounding the 
alleged last will shall in all cases, even if a defendant, de- 
liver the declaration, and the party opposing the same 
deliver the plea, should be re-enacted. At present the 
plaintiff, whether he be the party propounding the will or 
not, has in all cases to deliver the statement of claim, 
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which consists merely of a copy of the indorsement on 
the writ. 

Ord. 30, r. 3.] The practice is still retained in the ad- 
miralty registry of requiring a formal power of attorney 
wi th aten shilling stamp, in order to receive out of court the 
proceeds of saleof a ship, or other property. This un- 
necessary expense should be dispensed with, and the mo ney 
paid out of court under a simple written authority, accord- 
ing to ord. 30, r. 3. 

Ord. 36, r.17.] The Admiralty Division officials at first 
Tequired six copies of pleadings on entering fur trial, be- 
cause two Trinity masters sit in the court. They now insist 
on twenty copies, the reason for which is not known. 

No provision is made in the rules to the Judicature Acts 
for thejfollowing proceedings in an admiralty action in rem, 
Viz. i= 

. Giving bail for the res. 

. Its release after bail, &c. 

. Preventing its release. 
Preventing its arrest. 


Consequently, rr. 39 to 61 of 1859 (admiralty) still re- 
main in force, except that in the notice above referred to 
tr. 59 and 60 are somewhat modified, and under them old 
forms and procedure are retained, as are also the court fees, 
which are very high. 

For the like reason it is considered in the registry that 
tr. 107 to 137, 150 to 159, 165 to 169, 171, 172, 174 to 176, 
182, 186, and 187 remain in force. 

To avoid doubt and confusion these rules (altered as 
may be necessary) might be re-enacted. And similarly 
there might be a re-enactment of the Probate Rules, 
altered as may be thonght expedient. 

If this is done the scales of solicitors’ fees and court 
fees will require alteration. 

As to Costs in Admiralty and Probate Actions.] In these 
actions, in which there are many summonses of a special 
nature, and but few of a mere formal kind, instead of the 
allowance of only 3s. for summons, it is suggested that the 
allowance under the former practice, which was more 
liberal, should be continued. 

The higher scale should be made generally applicable 
in admiralty, and also in probate suits which are of a 


special nature. 








Appointments, Ete. 


Mr. Francis Witttam Lewis Farrar, solicitor, of 2, 
Wardrobe-place, Doctors’.commons, bas been appointed by 
Mr. Alderman Hadley, sheriff-elect, to be one of the 
Under-sheriffs of London and Middlesex for the ensuing 
year. Mr. Farrar is ward clerk of Castle Baynard Ward, 
and vestry clerk of the parishes of St. Andrew-by-the- 
Wardrobe and St. Gregory-by-St. Paul. He was admitted 
& solicitor in 1865, and is in partnership with hie father, 
Mr. Frederick Farrar, who is deputy-alderman for Castle 
Baynard Ward. 


Mr. Hexey Lonestarre Forster, solicitor (of the firm 
of Forster, Brown, & Forster), of Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 
bas been appointed s Commis:ioner to administer Oaths in 
the Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Mr. Antuve Gorse Hares, solicitor, of Halesowen, 
bas been eppointed Clerk to the County Magistrates at 
that place, to act jointly with bis father, Mr. William 
Hayes. Mr. A. G. Hayes was admitted a solicitor in 1874, 


Mr. Jon» Pacer, magistrate at the Thames Police-court, 
bas been appointed Magistrate at the Hammersmith and 
Wandsworth Police-courts, in enccession to Mr. James 
Thomas Ingham, appointed senior magistrate at Bow- 
street. Mr. Paget was called to the bar at the Middle 
— in Michbselmas Term, 1828, snd formerly practised 
on Northern Cirevit, He was appointed in 1863 a 
magistrate at the Thames Police-court, where he will now 
be succeeded Mr, Albert De Batzen, late stipendiary 
magistrate et r Tydvil. 


Mr, Evwaky Minion Wavewt, junior, solicitor (of the 





firm of Wavell & Co.), of Halifax, has been appointed 9 


Perpetual Commissioner for taking tha Acknowledgment 
of Deeds by Married Women for the West Ridiag of York. 
shire. 


Mr. Henry Taomas Youna, solicitor (of the firm of 
Walters, Young, Walters, & Deverell), of 9, New-square, — 
Lincoln’s-inn, who has been elected President of the- 


Council of the Incorporated Law Society for the ensuing 
year, was admitted in 1844. He has been vice-president: 
of the council for the past year, and he is also a director 
of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association, the Legal and 
General Life Iusurance Company, and the Law Fire Insar-- 
ance Company. 


Mr. Geratp Aveustus RopertT FitzGERAp, barrister, 
bas been appointed Secrctary to the Royal Commission on 
Noxious Manufactures. Mr. Fitzgerald is the son of the- 
Rev. Augustas Otway Fitzgerald, Rector of Charlton 
Mackrell, Somersetshire, He was formerly scholar of Corpus. 
Christi College, Oxford, where he graduated second class ia 
classics in 1866. He was afterwards elected a Fellow of St. 
John’s College, and he was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-. 
inn in Easter Term, 1871. 








Obituarp. 


MR. FRANCIS HART DYKE. 


Mr. Francis Hart Dyke, of 5, Dean’s-court and 29, 
Eecleston-square, Qneen’s Proctor, died at Lnddington. 
House, Egham, on Monday last (July 17), at the age of 
seventy-three, in consequence of injuries sustained by a falk 
from his horse on the preceding Saturday. The deceased 
was the fourth son of Sir Fercival Hart Dyke (fifth baronet), 
of Lullingstone Castle, Kent, and was born in 1804. He was. 
admitted a proctor in 1825, and had practised for over fifty 
years in Doctors’-commons. In 1834, hé was appointed 
deputy-registrar for the province of Canterbury, and ir 
1844 (on the death of the late Mr. John Moore) he was ap- 
pointed by Archbishop Howley to the office of registrar for- 


the province and to the House of Convocation, and regis. © 


trar of peculiars under the Vicar-General. He enjoyed the 


respect and confidence of Archhishops Howley, Sumner, © 


Longley, and Tait, and his official services were most valu- 
able. About twenty-five years ago he was appointed to the 


office of Queen’s Proctor. Formerly his duties were mostly’ 


confined to obtaining for the Crown letters of administration 
in the case of bastards or persons without relations dying in- 
testate, but since the passing of the Divorce Act they be-- 
came much more onerous, At the request of the late Lord 
Westbury, Mr. Dyke undertook the duty of intervener in: 
cases of collusion or other misconduct by petitioners in 
divorce suits, and his responsibilities were much added to 
by the Queen’s Proctor Act of 1860. Mr. Dyke evinced 
the greatest zeal and discretion in the discharge of his duties 
under the statute. At the sitting of Convocation last 
Tuesday, the Archbishop of Canterbury made a feeling. 
allusion to the loss sustained by Mr. Dyke’s death, an 
the President of the Probate Division ‘hes expressed in 
emphatic language hig sense of the value of the services ren- 
dered by Mr. Dyke. “TI avail myself of this i Ape 8 
Sir J. Hannen said, “ of expressing the very great grief that. 
I felt on hearing of the sudden death of the Queen’s Proctor. 
Both as counsel and as jndge I have known him for many 
years, and I bave always felt the greatest ible respect 
and regard for him. Having regard to the particularly 
delicate and difficult duties which he hud to perform, it was. 
natural that his conduct should sometimes be criticised by 
those whose interests were affected by his intervention ; but 
he always discharged his duties tomy complete satisfaction, 
Although it may be thought right to make some change in 
the character of | his office, I am satisfied that the duties of 
that office will never be better discharged than they were by 
the late Mr. Dyke.” The deceased wus married to a daugh- 
ter of the Right Hon, Sir Herbert Jenner Fust, and leaves: 
one son and two daughters. 
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Legislation of the éleck. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
July 13.—Locat Government Boarn’s ProvistonaL 
Orpers CoNFIRMATION (ARTISANS’ AND LABOURERS’ 
DweELLings). 


This Bill passed through committee. 
Jocat GoVERNMENT Boarp’s Provistonan Orpers Con- 


yreMATION (Brraincuam, &c., Cazimsrorp, &c.). 
This Bill passed through committze, 


Tramway Ornpers Conrrrmarion (Brisror, &c.). 
The Commons’ amendments to this Bill were considered 
and agreed to. 
Customs Dutzes ConsoLipATion. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Customs Laws Consonrparion. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Mrprcat Practirioners. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Cras anD Losster Fisnertzs (NorFOLK). 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Iocan GovernmMENT Boarp’s Provistonat Orpers Con- 
FIRMATION (BinetzEy, &c.). 
This Bill was read a third time. 


July 14.—Commons. 

The House went into committee on this Bill. 

The first seven clauses were agreed to. 

On clause 8, in which it is provided that the distances 
between a town and a common shall be measured in a direct 
line from the outer boundary of the town to the nearest 

t of the common, the Duke of NorrHUMBERLAND moved 
the omission of the words “ outer boundary of the town ” in 
order to substitute for them the words “town hall, or if 
there shall be no town hall, then from the cathedral or 
church if there be only one church, or if there be more 
churches than one, then from the principal market-place of 
sich town.” —The amendment was withdrawn.—The Earl 
of KimseRLEY moved an amendment giving power to the 
urban authority to appear on behalf of the public where an 

sure was made without any legal authority. — The 
amendment was negatived, and the clause was agreed to, as 
were also clauses from 9 to 18 inclusive. 

Clause 19 was azreed to. 

On clause 20, the Duke of Somerser moved to amend the 
tlause by inserting words to prohibit the paring the surface 
of commons.—The amendment was negatived, and the clause 
was agreed to, as were also the remaining clauses, and the 
Bil! passed through committee, 


Mercuant Surperrne. 
This Bill was reported, with amendments. 


Serriep Esrares Act, 1856, AMENDMENT. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Mepicat Pracririon ERs. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Customs Dutixs Consommation. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Customs Laws ConsoLiparion, 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Ever Fisuina. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Pusurc Works Loans. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


July 17,.—Witp Fowt Preservation, 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


‘ Banxers’ Booxs Evivence. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Poon Law AMENDMENT. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Locat, Govannmunt Boarp's Paovistonat Oxvens Con. 
miaMation (Binminauam, &o., Baru, &c., Brenaovan, 


&o.). 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Pustic Works Loans. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Mepica. PRractirioners. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Lecat Practitioners (IRELAND). 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Serriep Estates Act, 1856, AMENDMENT. 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Loca Government Boarp’s ProvisronaL Orpers Con- 
FIRMATION (ARTISANS AND LABOURERS’ DWELLINGS, 
CuetMsrorD, &c.). 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Customs Duties ConsoLipATIon. 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Customs Laws CoNsoLiDATION. 
This Bill was read a third time. 


July 18.—Commons. 

On the consideration of the report of amendments on this 
Bill, the Duke of NorTHUMBERLAND proposed an amend- 
ment, providing that the six miles’ radius of distance should 
be measured from the town hall, cathedral, or market-place, 
and that words to that effect shou'd be introduced instead 
of the words ‘‘outer boundary.”—The amendment was 


agreed to. 

Clause 19, which extends the. requirements of the In- 
closure Commissioners for allotments for gardens and re- 
creation grounds to be inclosed from common not waste of 
&@ manor, was omitted. 

The report of amendmeuts was agreed to. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
July 13.—E.ewentary Epvcation. 

The House went into committee on this bill. 

On clause 6, which provides that town councils and boards 
of guardians shall have like power with School Boards to 
enforce by bye-laws the attendance of children, Mr. 
MUNDELLA proposed to give the same power to local boards 
of health for the towns or districts which they govern.—The 
amendment was withdrawn.— Mr. KnNowLes moved the 
omission of the words “may, if they think fit."—On a 
division the amendment was rejected by 206 to 165.—Mr- 
MunpELLA moved to omit the words “but not otherwise.” 
—On a division the amendment was rejected by 125 to 86.— 
Mr. SanDForD moved to add at the end of the clause that 
no bye-law should apply to any child whose parent 
delivered to the clerk of the local authority an objection in 
writing, signed by such parent, and objecting to the com- 
pulsory attendance of the child.—The amendment was 
negatived.—Sir H. Havetock prop’sed, claase 6, page 2, 
after line 26, to add a proviso that no bye-law should compel 
any child to attend at any school with regard to which an 
objection on grounds of conscience made in writing and 
signed by the parent of such child had been lodged with 
the clerk of the local authorities—The O'Conor Don 
moved that the following words be inserted in the amend- 
ment after the word section:—“or anv section of the 
Elementary Education Act, 1870."—Uitimately, it was 
agreed to consolidate the amendment as follows:—To add 
to the end of the clause, “ Provided that no bye-law made 
under this section or under any section of the Elemen 
Education Act of 1870 shall compel any child to attend aay 
school, whether a Board school or otherwise, with regard to 
which an objection on grounds of conscience, made in writ. 
ing and signed by the prrent, has been lodged with the 
secretary of the Schoal Board or the clerk of the local 
authority." —On a division the amendment, as thus altered, 
was rejected by 128 to 25.—The clause, as amended, was 
agreed to. 

On clause 7, which provides penalties in the case of 
parents who habitually neglect to send their childrea to 
achool, Mr. A, Brown moved the omission of the word 
**habitually,"—The amendment was nogatived.—Mr. 
W. EB. Forsrar moved to amend the clause by adding 
worda directing that the order should contain a provision 
that the children should not be required to attend any reli- 
oe observance or any ingtraotion in reli subjects. — 

n & division the amendment was rej by 189 to 11 





—Lord F. Cavaenpisa moved an amendment in line 6 to the 
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clause, to the effect that the reasons which, according to 
the clause, should be considered an excuse for not attend- 
ing a public elementary school within two miles of the 
residence of the child should not apply in the case of chil- 
dren living on board canal boats,—The amendment was 
withdrawn.—Mr. Warr moved the omission of all the 
words from ‘‘ necessary ” to the end of the clause, in order 
to insert ‘‘or a necessity that shall appear to the court 
absolutely unavoidable.” —Ultimately, the words “ neces- 
sary domestic employment” were struck ont. 

Clauses 8, 9, and 10 were postponed, 

On clause 11 (“exception to prohibition of employment 
of children”), Mr. Reap moved an amendment to the effect 
that the local authority might, if it thought fit, suspend 
the operation of the Bill for the necessary operations in 
husbandry and the ingathering of the harvest for a period 
to be named, provided that it should not exceed eight 
weeks between the 1st of January and the 3lst of Decem- 
ber in each year ; but progress was reported. 


Convicr Prisons (Returns). 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Trape-Marxs RecistraTion AMENDMENT, 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Iste or Man (Orricers). 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Turnrtxe Acts ConTINUANCE. 
This Bill was read a third time. 


New Potrice-covurr. 
The House went into committee in order to provide the 
costs of a site for the new police-court in Bow-street, and 
the resolution was agreed to. 


Merrorotiran Boarp or Works. 
Mr. W. H. Sara introduced a Bill for farther amend- 
ing the Acts relating to the raising of money by the 
Metropolitan Beard of Works. 


July 14.—Exementarx Epucarton. 

House went into committee on this Bill.—The con- 
sideration of clause 11 was resumed upon the amendment 
of Mr. Reap, empowering local authorities to suspend the 
Testrictions upon the employment of children for the 
necessary operations of husbandry and the in-gathering of 
crops, for a period not exceeding six weeks during the 
year.—The words from “ is,” page 4, line 32, to the end 
of the clause were omitted.—Orz a division the amendment 
was negatived by 255 to 50, and the clause was ordered to 
stand part of the Bill. 

On clause 12, which provides for the payment of school 
fees by guardians for poor parents not resident within the 
district of a School Board, Mr. Hort proposed to strike 
out the limitation as to residence, so as to enable guardians 
to pay fees in School Board districts, and thus set parents 
more free to send their children to denominational schools, 
if they desired to do so, or if those schools happened to be 
nearer than Board schools.—The amendment was with- 
drawn.—Mr. Bizizy moved, clause 12, page 4, line 38, to 
leave out ‘‘ guardians,” and insert “local authority.” The 
clause would then include corporations.—The amendment 
was withdrawn.—Mr. Biatey moved, clause 12, page 4, 
line 40, to leave ont the words “ give the parent sufficient 
mnoney to.”—The amendment was agreed to,—Mr. Bintey 
moved, clanse 12, page 4, line 41, to leave ont ‘‘ three 
pence” and insert “four pence,”—The amendment was 
withdrawn.—On 4 division the clause, as amended, was 
— to stand part of the Bill by a majority of 242 to 


Clause 12 (special provision as to parliamentary grants 
to schools in poor districts) was postponed, to enable Lord 
Sandon to bring up # new clause which should more fully 
carry out the in view. 

On clause 14 (contribation for fees of children who ob- 
tein i ), Lord Sampow said he proposed as 
amendments in this clause that the Education Department 
should have the power of raising the standard and 

of stiendance from time to time, and 

at the end of five years the Government of the day 
saight, if thought fit, by the authority of the Queen 
on with this system wi being obliged 

‘atliament for 4 new Act.—The amendments 





<= 
were agreed to.—Mr. Brrizy proposed an amendment m 
viding that the fees payable by the Department shania a 
reckoned as school pence to be met by the parliamentary "i 
grant, and not deducted from it.—The amendment wag © 
agreed to.—On the question that the clause stand part of 
the Bill, Mr. Kay SaurrLewortn moved ita rejestion,— 
On a division the clause was ordered to stand part of the 
Bill by 166 to 92. 


Convict Prisons (RETURNS). 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Onpxan AND DgsErTED CHILDREN (IRELAND). 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Mepicat Act (QUALIFICATIONS). 
This Bill was considered as amended, 


July 17.—Etementary Epvucarion. 

The House went intocommittee on this Bill. 

Clause 15, with some verbal amendments, was agreed to, 

On clause 16, Mr, BrrLEy moved, in line 5, to leave out 
“one shilling” and insert ‘ sixpence.”—It was ultim 
arranged that the words “one shilling” should be 
omitted, and that the blank so left should be filled up on 
the report.—The clause as amended was added to the 
Bill. 

Clause 18, investing the attendance committees with 
power to enforce bye-laws, and clause 19, empowering the 
Department to act in case of local default, were amended 
and ordered to stand part of the Bill. 

On clause 20, which provides that the requisition of a 
parish to the guardians shall be made by resolution,like 
an application to the Department for a School Board, and, 
farther, that the requisition may be accompanied by re, 
presentations, made by resolution, ag to the nature of the 
bye-laws desired by the parish, and that in making and 
approving the bye-laws regard shall be had to such repre- 
sentations, Mr. Kay SautrLeworTa proposed the omission 
of the latter part of the clause.—On a division the amend. 
ment was rejected by 125 to 62.—The clause was thep 
agreed to. 

Clauses 21 and 22 were agreed to. 

On clause 23, Lord Sanpon moved an amendment pro 
hibiting school attendance from committees incurring any 
expense or from appointing any officer without the consené 
of the council or guardians by whom the committees were 
appointed, and where they were appointed by guardians, 
also of the Local Government Board, but empowering 
them, with such consent, to employ any officer of such — 
eouncil or guardians.—The amendment was to.— 
Mr. PELL propused an amendment in the clause to provide 
that relief given under the Act for the payment of school 
fees in parishes where the local authority was the board of 
guardians should not be paid out of the common fund of 
the union, but should be made a separate charge on each 
parish.—The amendment was withdrawn, and the clause 
was added to the Bill, 

Clause 24 was postponed. 

Clause 25 was added to the Bill. 

On clause 26, Lord F. Hervey moved the insertion of a 
proviso to the effect that a School Board should not be 
formed for any school district in which there existed 
efficient and suitable provision for the elementary educa- 
tion of all the children resident in such district.—The 
amendment was negatived, and the clause was ordered to 
stand part of the Bill, 

On clause 27, applying the provisions and penalties of 
the Education Act of 1873, with certain amendments, to 
proceedings under this Act, Mr. Baicur moved to amend 
the clause by rendering the fraudulent exposure of any 
School Board or local authority to the payment of any sehool 
fees punishable with a fortnight’s imprisonment.—The 
amendment was agreed to,—Mr. Onstow moved, in page 10, 
line 23, to leave out from ‘‘ representation " to “ conviction 
in line 25. The object was to provide for the case of an em- 
ployer who had been induced bond fide to employ a child 
a te what he believed to be a bond fide certificate, but whe 
had been deceived.—The amendment was agreed to, and the 
clause as amended was added to the Bill, 

On clause 29, Lord ¥, Cavennisn moved an amendment 
the effect of which would he to provide for the education 
of the children of parents receiving outdoor relief, up to 
standard three of the Education Code of 1876.—On & 
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the amendment was rejected by 181 to 108.—The 
was then agreed to. 
On clause 30 (amendment of 33 & 34 Vict. c. 75, as to elec- 
tions to fill casual vacancies in the Boards), Lord Sanpon 
the insertion of words to make the provision for 
Pee School Boards to fill up vacancies by co-optation 
coma into operation as soon as the Act passed.—The amend- 
ment was agreed to, and the clause was ordered to stand 
tof the Bill. 

Clauses 31, 32, and 33 were agreed to. 

On clause 34 (which provides that ‘‘ a child’’ in the Act 
shall mean one under the age of fourteen y2ars), Mr. Rop- 
weit moved that the age of thirteen should be substituted 
for that of fourteea.—9On a division the amendment was re- 
jected by. 197 to 108.—Lord SANDon moved, clause 34, 

12, line 11, at end, to insert as a separate paragraph : 
—The term ‘ certified efficient school’ in this Act means a 
public elementary school which is not conducted for private 

fit, and is open at all reasonable times to the inspection 
ofher Majesty’s inspectors, and requires the like attendance 
from its scholars as is required in a public elementary school, 
and keeps such registers of those attendances as may for the 
time being be required by the Education Department, and is 
certified bv the Education Department to be an efficient 
school."—The addition was agreed to, and the clause as 
amended was ordered to stand part of the Bill, 
Clauses 35 to 38 inclusive were agreed te. 






















Crossep CHEQuEs. 
The House went into committee on this Bill. 
Clause 6 was agreed to. 
On clause 7, progress was reported. 


July 18.—Etementary Epvcation, 

The House went into committee on this Bill. 

Clause 3 (commencement of Act) was agreed to, 

On clause 8 (proceedings on disobedience to order of court 
for attendance at school), Lord Sanpon moved an amend- 
ment in line 23 to enable a child to be sent to a certified 
day industrial school.—The amendment was agreed to.—Mr, 
Oxstow proposed, in line 24, after the word “school,” to 
insert an amendment to the effect that if the court should 
consider that the parent of the child had shown reasonable 
excuse for the non-attendance of the child at school, the 
court should grant compensation to the parent for loss of 
time, the compensation to be paid by the summoning au- 
os abled amendment was withdrawn.—Mr. Torr 




















to increase the maximum of the second and succeed- 
ing penalties to 10s., including costs.—The amendment was 
negatived.—Mr. BirLey moved to reduce from a month to 
Eoeeight the period within which complaints might be 
_ ae ” meee was agreed to.—The clause was 
to the Bill, 







Mr. A. Brown moved, clause 9, page 4, line 6, to leave 
out all the words after the word “ accordingly ” to the end 
of the clause.—The amendment was withdrawn, and the 
clause was ordered to stand part of the Bill, 

On clause 10, Lord Sanpon moved, page 4, line 13, to 
leave ont ‘‘ publio egnenng / and insert ‘‘ certified 
eficient.”” Also, in the same line, to leave out the words 
“or the said industrial school.’’—The amendments were 
agreed to.—The clause, as amended, was ordered to stand 
part of the Bill. 

Clauses 13 and 24 were negatived in order that other 
clauses to be subsequently proposed by Lord Sandon might 
besubstitured for them, 

Sanpon moved the insertion of a new clavse em- 
powering the Home Secretary to establish day industrial 
schools.—The clause was read a second time. 

Lord F. Cavenvisa moved the omission of sub-section 
2, which provided that there might be contributed, ont of 
moneys provided by Parliament towards the oustody, 
maintenance, and training of children sent by an order of 
Scourt to a certificated day industrial school, such sums 
not exceeding 1s. per head per week, and on such con- 
ditions as the Secretary of State might from time to time 
reoommend.—'The amendment was withdrawn.—Mr. W. B. 

ER proposed an amendment that the grant should 
not exceed the contributions of managers.—The amend- 
ment was withdrawn,—Mr, Tator proposed that the 
ninimum contribution of a parent should be ls. a week.— 

amendment was withdrawn, and the olause was 
ordered to stand part of the Bill, 
Lord Sanvon proposed @ new clause in aubatitation for 
























clause 24 (proviaions as to school attendance committees 
and appointment of local committee).—The clause was 
added to the Bill. 

Lord Sanvon proposed a new clause, to follow clause 3, 
declaring it to be the duty of the parent of every ehild 
above five years of age to cause it to receive efficient 
elementary instraction in reading, writing, and arithmetic, 
and, in default, making him liable to the orders aud penal- 
ties of the Act.—The clause was added to the Bill. 


Merropotis (Barnes). 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Mepicat Acr (QuALIFICcATIONS). 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Geanp Jury Law AmenpMent (IRnELANp). 
The order for the second reading of this Bill was dis- 
ch ls 
July 19.—Conraciovs Disgases Acts Repeat. 
Sir H. Jounsronz moved the second reading of this Bill. 
—On a division it was rejected by 224 to 102. 


Vatuation or Property (Mzrrorouis) Acr, 1869, 
AMENDMENT. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Locat GoveRnMENT In Towns (IRELAND). 
This Bill was withdrawn. 


Inns or Court. 

Mr. H. B. Saertpan obtained leave to bring in a Bill 
to provide for the election of masters of the bench of the 
Inns of Court, and to amend the procedure by which mem- 
bers of the bar are disbarred. 


Forrerrure REvizr. 
Mr. Manrren obtained leave to bring in a Bill to amend 
the law of relief against forfeiture for breach of covenant or 
condition. 





Cuourt Papers. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 


Rora or REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Court oF MAstEx OF THE 
Date. Appral. Rotts. 

Monday, July 24 Mr. Leach Mr. Merivale 
Tuesday .... 25 Clowes Milze 
Wednesday ., 26 Latham Merivale 
Thursday .... 27 Clowes Milne 
Friday... .... 28 Leach ine 
Saturday .... 29 Latham Merivale 

V.C. Matrws. V.C.Bacow, V.C. Hans. 
Monday, July 24 Mr. King Mr. Ward Mr. Holdship 
Tuesday ..... 25 Farrer Pemberton Teesdale 
Wednesday .. 26 King Ward Holdship 
Thursday .... 27 Farrer Pemberton Teesdale 
Friday ...... 28 King Ward Holdabip 
Saturday sone 20 Farrer Pemberton Teesdale 


REVISING BARRISTERS. 


The following Order in Council has been made :— 

Whereas by Order in Council of the 5th day of February, 
1876, made in pursuance of section 23 of the Supreme 
Court of Judicature Act, 1875, the then existing circuits 
were discontinued, and tem arrangements directed 
whereby new circuits were constitated, viz., the Northern 
Cirouit, the North-Eastern Circuit, the Midland Circait, 
the South-Eastern Circuit, the Oxford Cirouit, the Western 
Cirouit, and the North and South Wales Circuit, and pro- 
vision was made for the issue of commissions for the dis- 
charge of civil and criminal basiness in the county of 
Sarrey, which was not included in any of the cireuits con- 
stituted as aforesaid : 

And whereas by Order in Council of the 17th day of May, 
1876, so much of the said order of the Sth day of February, 
1876, as limited the duration of the ta thereia 
contained as to cirouits, and as to sessions holden ander 
commissions for the discharge of civil and oriminal basi- 


neas in the county of Sarrey was revoked, and it was 
ordered 


that the said arrangements should continue to 
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operate until modified or revoked by any subsequent Order 
in Conncil : 

And whereas by the said 23rd section of the Supreme 
Court of Judicature Act, 1875, it was provided that all 
enactments relating to the power of her Majesty to alter 
the circuits of the judges or places at which assizes are to be 
holden, or the distribution of revising barristers amongst 
the circuits, or otherwise enabling or facilitating the carry- 
ing the objects of the said section into effect and in force at 
the time of the passing of the Supreme Court of Judicature 
Act, 1873, should continue in force, and should, with the 
necessary variations, if any, apply so far:as they were 
applicable to any alterations in or dealings witb circuits or 
places at which assizes are to be holden, made or to be made 
after the passing of the Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 
1875, or to any other provisions of any order made under 
the section now in recital, and that if any such order were 
made for the issue of commissions for the discharge of civil 
and criminal business in the county of Surrey as before 
mentioned in the said section that county should, for the 
purposes of the application of the said enactments, be 
deemed to be a circuit, and the senior judge for the time 
being, so commissioned, or such other judge, as might be 
for the time being designated for that purpose by order in 
council should, in the month of July or August in every 
year, appoint the revising barristers for that county and the 
cities and boroughs therein, and that the expression 
“assizes” in that section should be construed to include 
sessions under any commission of oyer and terminer or g10l 
delivery, or any commission in lieu thereof, issued under the 
Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 1873 : 

nd whereas by the 3rd section of the Revising Barris- 
ters Act, 1873, it was enacted that her Majesty by Order in 
Council might vary from time to time, either by way of in- 
crease or decrease, the number of revising barristers to be 
appointed for the counties, cities, boroughs, or places in 
pursuance of section 28 of the Parliamentary Electors Re- 
gistration Act, 1843, and that the number fixed by such 
order should be substituted for the number fixed by the said 
section, or by any previous Order in Council made under 
the Revising Barristers Act, 1873, or any other Act: 

It is, therefore, ordered by the Queen’s Most Excellent 
Majesty, by and with tke advice of her mst honourable 
Privy Council, that the number of revising barristers to be 
appointed for counties, cities, boroughs, or places shall be 
as set forth in the schedule to this order. 


SCHEDULE. 
Number of revising barristers to be appointed— 

For the county of Middlesex, and for the city of 
London and city of Westminster and boroughs of 
the county of Middlesex . . 3 ° : 

For the counties, cities, boroughs, and places— 
Within the Northern Circuit J 
Within the North-Eastern Circuit 
Within the Midland Circuit 
Within the South-Eastern Circuit 
Within the Oxford Circuit 
Within the Western Circuit ‘ ; ‘ 
Within the North Wales division of the North 

and South Wales Circuit . 5 . . ‘ 
Within the South Wales division of the North 
and Sonth Wales Circait . > 


7 

- 

. 
. 


Within the county of Sarrey . . . 


EUROPEAN ASSURANCE SOCIETY 
ARBITRATION. 
GesexaL Ruues. 
1st July, 1876. 
3, Westminster-chambers, Victoria-street, 8. W., 
Arbitration Office. 
Seerctary. 
1. Cases, affidavits, and other documents required to be 


lodged or filed are to be ed or filed with the secre’ 
at this office. dip wing 


2. All communications respecting the general business 
of the arbitration are to be made to the secretary at this 


Bolicitors in Arbitration. é 
3. The solicitors acting in the arbitration for the joint 





official liquidator by the appointment of the arbitrator are 


Messrs. Mercer & Mercer, Copthall-coart, Throgmorton- 
street, and summonses addresved to the joint offisial 
liquidator are to be-served on Messrs. Marcer & Marcer, 
and all communications respecting applications to and 
cases to be argued before the arbitrator and appeals are 
to be made to them. 


Liquidators. 

4. All communications respecting ca'ls, clains, and 
other pecuniary matters in the arbitration are to ba mada 
to Messrs. Samuel Lowell Price and John Yuang, the joint 
official liquidator, at this office. 


Appearances. 
5. Solicitors are to enter appearances with the secretary 
at this office, and to give notice thereof in writing to 
Messrs. Mercer & Mercer. 


Costs. 

6. Bills of costs are to be brought in to the secretary at 
this office. Requests for taxation are to be obtained from 
him, and taxing master’s certificates are to be lodged with 
him. 

Cases before Arbitrator. 

7. Applications to the arbitrator and cases to be argued 
before him are to be made or initiated by summons, stating 
concisely the nature of the application, and being in the 
form A. in the schedule to these rales. Every sammons 
is to be printed, lithographed, or written on chancery bill 
paper. Every case is to be printed on chancery bill paper. 

8. In cases to be argued before the arbitrator, the facts 
and submissions are to be agreed (if possible). 

9. Where the applicant by summons thinks it reasonably 
possible that the facts and submissions may be agreed, he 
is to deliver a draft case to the respondent or his solicitor 
within fourteen days from the return day of the summons, 
The draft case is to be returned within foarteen days from 
its receipt, either agreed or not. If itis not agreed, the 
separate case of the respondent is to be delivered within 
twenty-eight days from the delivery of the draft case. 

10. Where the applicant by summons, before delivering a 
draft case, iders it ry that there should be 
separate cases, he is to deliver his separate case to the 
respondent or his solicitor within fourteea days from the 
return day of the summons. Within fourteen days from 
the delivery thereof the respondent is to deliver in return 
his separate case (with six copies in print). 

11. If the case is agreed it is to be headed as an agreed 
case. If the case is not agreed, the case of each party is to 
be headed as a separate case. 

12. A case is not to set forth extracts from the deeds of 
settlement or other deeds or documents printed in the 
arbitration, but is only to refer thereto, specifying the 
clauses. 

13. The separate case of a respondent is not to repeat 
statements contained in the separate case of the applicant, 
and not controverted, but is only (where necessary) to refer 











to and adopt those statements by reference to the numbers 


of the paragraphs. 

14. Four printed copies of an agreed case or of each 
separate case are to be lodge at the time of the settlement 
of the agreed case or of the delivery of the separate case. 

15. Either party may call on the other by notice to admit 
documents as in the High Court of Justice, 

16, Every affidavit in support of a separate case is to be 
filed at the time of the lodging of the case, 

17, Every separate case must be proved by affidavit or 
deposition, or by examination of witnesses before the 
arbitrator at the hearing of the case, but evidence is not to 
be entered into respecting statements agreed or not con- 
troverted. 

18, Every separate case delivered and lodged is to bear an 
indorsement in one of the forms B. and C, in the schedule 
to these rules, 

19, Within seven days after the delivery of a respondent's 
separate case bearing the indorsemont O., the applicant is 
to— 

(1) File his affidavits (if any) in reply (which affidavits 
are to be confined strictly to matters in reply) and deliver 
to the respondent a list thereof; or 

(2) Give notice to cross-examine a witness of the respond- 
ent at the hearing (if intended) ; or 
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(3) Serve on the respondent an e a statement in the 
Pi D in the schedule to these rules. 

90. Every affidavit is to be written, lithographed, or 


ted on chancery affidavit paper (or paper of the same 
and quality), and is to be brought in for filing as soon 
-q3 possible after it is sworn. 


There is to be a note thereon 
stating by whom and on whose behalf the affida vit is filed, 
and notice of the filing is to be forthwith given by the party 
filing to the opposite party or his solicitor. 

21. A copy written, lithographed, or printed on chancery 
affidavit paper (or paper of the same size and quality) of 
each exhibit to an affidavit (other thanarbitration printed 
deeds or documents, or documents cet forth in the case or 
an appendix thereto) is to be lodged at least four clear 
days before the day appointed for the hearing of the case 

the solicitors to the party on whose behalf the affidavit 

js filed, and the solicitors to the joint official liquidator 
are within the same time to lodge a like copy of all ad- 
missions entered into. 

22. The secretary will give notice to the solicitors in 
ach case of the day on which it will be heard. 


Orders. 
23. Orders (form E. in schedule) will not be drawn up 
unless required (with a view to execution or further pro- 
ceedings) in anticipation of the award. 


Form of Documents, 
24, Documents filed or lodged not before specified are to 
‘be printed, lithographed, or written on chancery bill paper. 


Appeal. 

25. The notice in writing required to be given by the 
llant to the respondeat under sub-section 3 of section 
$ of the Arbitration Act of 1875, is to be in the form F. in 
the schedule to these rules, or as near thereto as circum- 
stances permit, and is to be lodged, and is also to be served 
by the solicitor for the appellant on the solicitor for the 

respondent. 

26. Every application to the arbitrator for an appeal cer- 
tificate under sub-section 1 or 2 of section 3 of the Arbitra- 
tion Act of 1875 is to be by summons to show cause why 
an appeal certificate should not be granted, supported by a 
certificate of counsel in the form G. or H. in the schedule to 
these rules, which summons is to be taken out within four 
clear days after service of the notice mentioned in r. 25, or | 
_— such extended time as the arbitrator thinks fit to 
allow. 

27. The special case on appeal will be prepared in the 
first instance by the arbitrator, and the secretary will send 
& proof to the solicitors of the respective parties for their 
perusal. Any suggestions made by them for alteration 
will be considered by the arbitrator, an appointment for 
‘the attendance of the parties before him being given if 
necessary, and any alterations thereupon made by the 
arbitrator will be communicated to both parties before the 
case is finally settled. 

By order of the Arbitrator, 
Huon A. Marren, Secretary. 








PUBLIC COMPANI ES. 


July 21, 1876, 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS, 


Annuitize, April, "85, 0} 

Do. (Red Sea T.) Ang, 1908 

Ex Bille, £21000, 24 perCt 16 pm. 

Ditto, £500, Do, 16 pm. 

Ditto, 2100 & £200, 16 pm, 

Bank of England Stock, — per 
Ct, (last half-year), 249 

Ditte for Account, 


‘3 por Cent, Consols, 973 

Ditto for Account, Aug 3, 97} 
Do 3 per Cent. Reduced, 97 
‘New 3 per Cont., 979 

Do. 3 perCent., Jan, "v4 
Do, 24 per Cont., Jan, '94 
Do. 5 per Cent.) Jan. "18 
Annuities, Jan, '80— 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SKOCURITIKS, 


Ditto 5 per Cent., July, 80, 106 ervengy Cred Cnt., May,*79, 83 
Ditto for Account, Ditto Debentures, 4 per Cents, 
Ditto 4 per Ceat,, Oo. 88, 1033 April, '64 

Ditto, ditto, Certificates — Do.bo,6 perC nt, , Ang, '73 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent.78 | Do, bonds, 4 per Cunt. £1000 

Snd Kof, Pr, 6 per C,,Jan.’72 Ditto, ditto, under £1000 





RAILWAY STOCK, 





Railways. 





Bristol and Exeter 
Caledonian 
Glasgow and South-Western ............-esesee! 
Great Eastern Ordinary Stock seccocsssseseeess 
Great Northern ‘ i 
Do., A Stock* 
Great Southern and Western of Ireland ...... 
iGreat Western—Original } 
Lancashire and Yorkshire ...........020 
London, Brighton, and South Coast... 
London, Chatham, and Do 
|London and North-Western 
|London and South Western.......... eeces eo} 
Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln .......+0+++| 
Metropolitan it 
Do., District 
Midland 
North British 
North Eastern 
North London 
tock) North Staffordshire ..1.......secseeversenseereees 
Secienth Devon 
Stock! South-Eastern 












































{ 
' 
ones) 
=| 


* A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 











Money Market AND City INTELLIGENCE. 

The money market seems to be in a complete state of 
stagnation ; the reserve has now increased to 56} per cent. 
of the liabilities, with every prospect of further increasing. 
Foreign stocks have been firm, but without much alteration 
in prices. Home railways have advanced, and show a con- 
siderable rise all round. Consols close at 97} for money 
and account, 








BIRTHS AND MARRIAGES. 
BIRTH. 
Watton—July 14, at Arundel House, Tebheaw-em, the 
wife of O. F. Walton, Esq., barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 


MARRIAGE, 
BEECHING—BaRTLEY—July 13, at St. Mark’s, Hamilton- 
terrace, Robert Alfred Dallas Beeching, of Tunbridge Wells, 
solicitor, to Clara, second daughter of the late Henry John 
Bartley, of 30, Somerset-street, Portman-square, and of 19, 
Abbey-place, St. John’s-wood, solicitor. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Winding up of Joint Steck Companies. 
Faipar, July 14, 1876. 
Limtrep In CmancerY. 

Bradford Coal Companys, Limited.—By an order made by the M.R.* 
dated July 8, it was ordered that the above company be wound up- 
Talbot and Tasker, Bedtord-ro#, solicitors for the petitioner. 

British Chemical aed Agricultural Manure Company (S. E. Crow and 
Co), Limured.—By an order made by V.C. Bacon, dated July 4, it 
was ordered that the voluntary winding up of the above company be 
continued. Hrrrison and Co, solichors for the petitioner. 

Consolidated Mineral Lead Mining Company, Limited.—Petition for 
winding op, presented July 7, directea to be heard before V.C, 
Hail, on July 21. Phelps and Sidgwick, Grestam st, agents for 
Hardy, Manchester, sobcitor for the petitioners. 

Leesword Cennel and Gas Coal Company, Limited.—The M.R. has 
fixed Tuesday, July 25, at 12, at his chambers, as the time and 
for the appointment ef an official liquidator. 

Rangeworthy Coal and Iron Company, Limited.—By an order made oy 
V.C. Ball, dated July 3, it was ordered that the voluntary windiag 
up of the above company be continued. Godden, Feacharch-suees, 
aolicitor for the petitioner, 

Sharrow Rolling Mining Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up* 
presented July 7, directed to be beard defore the M.R. om Saturdas, 
Juiy 2%. Layton and Jaques, Ely place, Holborn, agente ter Pocrett, 
Sheffield, solicitor for the petitioner, 

Wayne's Merthyr Steam Coal and Iron Works, Limited. Petition fer 
winding wp, presented July 13, directed te be heard defore VLC. 
Maling on July 28, Cope and Co, Victoria st, sotieiters fer the peti- 
teuers, 

Staxnaaies or Davor, 

Frank M lis Mintng Company. Petition for winding up, presented 
July 10, directed to be heard before the Vice Warden, at the Princes 
Hall, Trove, on Friday, Aug 4, at ll, Affidaviea intended to be used 
at the hiaring in opporition to the petities must 
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registrar’s office, Truro, on or before Aug 1. Hodge and Co, solici- 
tors for the petitioner. o 


Tuxspay, July 18, 1876. 
UNLIMITED In CHANCERY. 


Bodmin Railway Company.—V.C. Hall has, by an order dated May 22, 
appointed Silvanus Wilitam Jenkin, Liskeard, to be official liquida- 

Governor and Company of Copper Mines in England.—Petition for 
winding up, presented Jaly 14, directed to be heard before V.C. H all 
on Friday, July 28. Maples and Co, Frederick’s place, Old Jewry, 
svlicitors for the petitionors. 


LimiTep iv Osancery. 


City of London Supply Association and Clerks’ Club, Limited.—By an 
order made by V.C. Hall, dated July 7. it was ordered that the 
above association be wound up. Thatcher, Bannet’s hill, London, 
solicitor for the petitioners. 

Great Australian Gold Mining Company, Limited.—By an order madc 
by V.C. Hall, dated July 7, it was ordered that the above company 
be wound up. Peckham and Co, Knightrider st, Doctors’ commons, 
solicitors for the petitioners. 

Jamaica Graving Dock Company, Limited.—By an order made by the 
M.R., dated July 8, it was ordered that the atove company be wound 
up. Gedge and Co, solicitors for the petitioner. 

London and Provincial Illustrated Newspaper Company, Limited.—By 
an order made by the M.R., dated July 8,it was ordered that the 
voluntary winding up of the above company be continued. Bak er 
and Nairne, Crosby square, solicitors for the petitioner. 

Mendip Hematite and Lead Mining Company, Limited.—By an order 
made by V.C. Malins, dated July 7, it was ordered that the above 
company be wound up. Snell, George-sireet, Mansion House, solic 
citor for the petitioners. 

National Funds Assurance Company, Limited.—Petition for winding- 
up, presen'ed July 17, directed to be heard before V.C. Hall on Fri- 
day, July 28. Smith, Gresham House, Old Broad st, solicitor for 
the petiionrr. 

Thermo-Electric Gener ator Company, Limited.—The M.R. has fixed 
Saturday, July 29, at 12, at his chambers, for the appointment of an 
officiai liquidator. 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Farivar, July 14, 1876, 


Samsritan Division, Newport branch, Sons of Temperance Sick Bene- 
fit Society, Co-operative Stores, Newport, Monmouth. July 13. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Tcxspar, Joly 1!, 1876. 
Brandt, Frederick Ch-ries William, Greenhithe, Kent, Gent. Aug 31. 
Peachey v Castell, M.R. Steinberg, Bread et, Cheapside 
Colyear, Charley Brownley, Conroy st, Wandsworth rd, no occupation. 
Sept 4. Young vy Colyear, MLR. Young, Essex st, Strand % 
Calvert, George, Bathurst, Africa, Staff-Surgeon, Nov 2. 
Caivert, M.R. Hardy, Bush lane 
Ford, Jchn, Wolverhampton, Safford, General Merchant. Aug 31. 
Underhill, Wolverhampton. And Joseph Ford, Wolverhampton, 
General Merchant. Aug 31. Riley, Wolverhampton. And Ford 
Brothers, Wolverhampton, Generai Merchants. Aug 31. 
Wolvert i and Staffordshire Banking 


Calvert v 


Neve, 
Com- 





Jessop, Jobn, Oxford, Butcher, Aug i5. White v Mansell, V.C. Hall. 
Mallam, Oxford 


Newmarch, Francis Ball, North Cave, York, Miller. Aug 1, Newmarch 
v Storr, V.C. Hali. Buriand, South Cave 


Norton, Sophis, Bolton row, May Fair. Aug 3. Price v Sandilands, 
VC. Hall. Drace and Co, Billiter square 

Norton, Thomas, Bolton row, Esq. Aug 3. Price v Sandilands, V.C. 
Hei. Droce and Co, Billiter square 


Smith, James, Threaproyd, York, Gent. July 26. Arthur v Smith 
V.C. Maline, Wright, Keighley ‘ 


Smith, Joho, Greenwsy, Brecon, Farmer. Oct 2, Lewis v Smith, V.C. 
Bacon. Scale, Neath : 


Watkins, EAward, Tynyffs'4 Cwn Celyn, Monmouth, Farmer. Aug 5. 
Watkins v Lewis, Ve. Malins. Browne, Bryumawe . 
Farwat, Jaly 14, 1676. 


Pistcher, George, jan, Woolwich, Kent, Baker. 9. Fletcher v 
Fietener, V.C, Mains. Poole, Bartholomew a 


Fordham, leasc, Hatton a. Gan Som Honstactacer, Sept 4. 


Beavis ¥ Fordham, M. . 

George, Grays, Uasex, Gent. Aug 12, Moorsy Marr lott, 

MLK. Kernot, Welveck st, Cavendish square 

Verianter, Alice Louisa, Davies st, Berkeley square. Aug 5, Sparr 
¥ Richar&s, VC. Hall. Kichards, Warwick st, Regent st 


Texepar, Ja'y 6, 1876, 
Keowell, leabetla, Ot John’s , Upper Holloway. Oct 2. Mordaunt 
v Barrow, VC. Malina. Cole, Charch evart, Clement's lane 


Brewster, William, Ledwary 14, Notting hill mR t 4. Brewster 

Kies, MR, Bailem, Hove balidings, rade m aioe " 
Brotion, Aen, Cilfionvilie, nr brighton, Gamez. Ang 31. Davies y 
Merceres, VC. Malina. odgeon, Halisvary ot, Birand 


Chambies, W Coren, Hialiord, Gent, 4. Wate v Wood- 
ome, MR, "duidborns, Dewties ants 











Sanders, Brom. 


Aag 1. 


Robias, 
Venning 


Boyes, Barnet 
Sept 29. 


Aug 15. 
Salaman, King 


Sept %, 


July 22, 1976, 
Crawshaw, Joseph, York, Railway Contractor. 
slade, M.R, Oliver, Corbet court, Gracechurch st 
. Aug 15. Trestrail y 
v Whinfield, V.C. Hall. Nicholl, Howard st, Strand 
Frrpay, July 7, 1876. 
Barron, William, Kingston-upon-Hulli, Grocer. Aug 14. Owst-Atkin. 
Chesshire, Birmingham 
Hawkes and Weekes, Birmingham 
Cutts, Chester. 
Dariey, John, Wheatley, nr Doncaster, York, Gent. 
Avg 12. Soames, New: inn, Str 
DB 
Fletcher, John, Merton, Surrey, Gent. Aug 31. 
Medicine. Sept 5. W.H. Haycock, Coilege hill 
Bell, Touth 
and Pearson, Kirkby Lonsdale, Westmorland 
Kedward, James Davies, Ewvas Harold, Hereford, Esq. Set 1. James 
Devereux court, Temple 
Walker, 
Crewe 
Landie, William, Stockport, Cheshire, Provision Dealer. Aug 10. 
Shaftesbury 
and Co, Tokenbouse yard 
Ayre, 
Wotton-under-Edge 
Poole, Henry George, Old Burlington st, Tailor. O:t2. Hemsley, Court 
Marchaot ard Parvis, George yard, Lombard st 
Taylor, James, Huddersfield, York, Woollen Cloth Manufacturer, 
A 
rer. July 21. Barlee, Finsbury circus 
Sept 5. Were and 
Ward, William, Oxclose, Derby, Farmer. 
man. Aug l0. Peddell, Guildhall chambers, Basinghall ot 
Tugspsy, July 11, 1876. 
Aug M4, 
Berry, Mary, Bury, Lancashire. Aug 5. Grundy and Co, Bury 
Butler, William, Manchester, Cabinet Manufacturer, Aug 8, Heywood, 


4, — 
aw, M.R. Wilkinson, York , Coden 
Oct 2. Frost v Frost, V.C. Malins, 
» Gl ti 
Brior and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Tyrrell 
Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 36. 
App'eyard, Richard Hall, Westbourne terrace, Padington, Esq. Sept 
1 ~ 
son and Wake Hull 
Aug 31. 
= Maria, Kingston-upon-Hull, July 31. Lucas and Lacas, 
t 
Crofts, Henry, Stavely, Derby, Innkeeper. Aug 12. 
Augl. 8 
and Co, Doncaster —_ 
g an 
Dunhill. John Ratcliff, Wakefield, York, Bricklayer. Aug 26. Barratt 
King st, Saint Jawes’s sq 
Goodrick, Henry, East Ville, Lincoln, Farmer. Aug 3. 
Hickson, Isabella Mar 
and Bodenham, Hereford 
Lewingten, George Edward, Portsmouth, Carrier. 
nd 
Grundey, Stockport 
Aug 10. 
Osborn, John, St Heliers, Jersey, Gent. Sept 1. 
Petts, John, Southam pton. July 14. Saml. Jobnson, Cyurlend grove, 
yard, Albany 
Samuel, Edward, Beruers st, Oxfurd st, Esq. Aug 7. 
ug 1. Ainley, Haddersfieid 
Walsh, Richard, Piymouth, Devon, Boatman. 
Augl9. Outts, Chesterficlé 
Woodley, Augustus John, Soath Breut, Devon, Oapiain K.N, 
Baylis, William, Martio’s lane, Cannon st, Estate Agent. 
Brown, David, Sulhampstead, Berks, Gent, Sept 9. Burgoyne and 
Manchester 


wehi 
Dunford, Rev William, Brompton rd. Sept4. Mackintosh v Greeq. 
Pullin v Pullin, 
Ma: 5 
Whinfield, William Henry, Weybridge, Surrey, Esq. Sept 1. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Bircham and Co, Parliament st, Westminster 
Beasiey, Phebe, Bromsgrove, Worcester. 
grove 
Carter, Charles, Bombay, East Indies, Commission Merchant. Aug2}, 
ui 
Cohen, Frederick Tomkins, Edgbaston, Birmingham, Gent. Aug 2% 
field 
Dovie, Alexander, bong aga Kensington gore, Solicitor, 
and Senior, Wakefieid 
Miller and Sop, 
Furner, Charles, Stafford place, Buckingham palace rd, Doctor of 
Grime, John, Ciapham, York, Bobbin Manufacturer. Aug 12, Pearson 
'y, Burton rd, Brixtonrd. Aug?. Evlis and Co, 
St. Swithin’s lane 
Keightley, Richard, Stafford rd, North Bow, Printer. Aug 19. Haynes, 
Landport ? 
Lord, Joha, Crewe, Cheshire, Doctor of Medicine. Sept 29. Cooke, 
Martin, Charlies, Enmore Green, Dorset, Gent, 
Mills, Andrew John Moffatt, Brighton, Sussex, Esq. Aug 15. 
Perrett, David, Bournstream, Gioucester, Brewer. 
Clapham 
Prendergast, Rev Joseph, Granville park, Lowisham. 
st, Cheapside 
Waldron, Thomas Aston, Belbroughton, Worcester, Scythe Manufactu- 
Peatchcott, Piymouth 
Wilks, Joseph Sherlock, Windsor terrace, Haverstock hill, Wurchousee 
Were and Peatcucott, Plymouth 
awes and Son, Angel court, Throgmor.ou ot 
Torupp, Oxford st 
Cattley, Rev Stephen Reed, Fittleworth, Sussex, Aug 31. Sturt, 
lronmonger lane 


Coupland, John, Haseby, York, Schoolmaster. Aug |. 
Cox, John, Wellesley rd, Croydon, Gent, Aug Sl, 
Collins, King Wiilism st, Lundon-bridgo 
Davis, James Matthews, Mach Dewcharch, Hereford, Farmer, Sopt 10, 
James and Bodenham, Horeford 
a eed Walter Honry, 8t. Omer, Franco, Req, Aug 31, Thomas, 
nt at 


Dyson, York, 
Bridger and 


Fleming, Joon, sen, Worcester, Retired Hay Merchant. Syspt 30, Mus 
ley, Worcester 

Hammond, Kooslia Klizaboth, Rugby, Warwick, 
New ina 


Ost 31, Dow, 
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Gordy, Thomas, Stratton St Mary, Norfolk, Innkeeper. Aug 19. 
Lg hg tistone, Isle of tas - Sept 1 “i 
, Moti t, 3 < e 
Isle of Wight sis : 
Lawson, Margaret de Cardonnel, Anerley, Surrey. Sept 5. Markby 
‘and Co, Soleman st 
Leach, Sophia, College terrace, Belsize park. Aug 5. Smith and son, 
farnival’sinn, Holborn 
Louis, Levi, Prestwich, nr Manchester, Gent. Aug 8, Heywood, Man- 
Marton, Charles, Lynsted, Kent, Farmer. July 31. Darlington, 
Cannon st 


Peters, Joseph, Rede Court House, nr Rochester, Kent, Lime 
Merchant. Aug 5. Smith and Son, Furnival’s inn 
, Pierce Morgan, Tyddyn Hic, Anglesey,Gent. Sept 6. 
and Co, Carnarvon 
Piatt, John, Manchester, Innkeeper. Aug 30. 


Jones 


Claye and Son, Man- 


er. 

§mith, William, Dunley, Worcester, Maltster. Sept 29. Watson, 
Stourport 

Thomas, Thomas, Stanhope st, Regent’s park, Builder. 
Fryer, Gray’s inn place 

Varley, Apolina, Stanningley Hail, York. 
Leeds 


Aug 23. 


Oct 5. North and Sons, 
Watts, Arthur John, Westbourne park terrace, Surgeon. 
Procétoot, John st, Bedford row itis 
Woodburn, Archibald, Cavendish sq, Major Madras Army. 

Eardley-Holt aud Co, Charles st, st. James's sq 


Aug 31 
Sept 1. 


Ripay, July 14, 1876. 
Aid, David Mitchell, Sussex gardens, Hyde park. Aug 12. Rowland, 


Aug 14. 


on 

Pg Rev. Frederick, Southsea, Hants. Augl2. James, Bilston 

Begvie, Andrew, Great Missenden, Buckingham, Farmer. Aug 19. 
Clarke, High Wycombe 

Blott, Frederick, Stamford st, Lambeth, Builder. Marsh, 
Fen-court, Fenchurch st 

Buttrev, William, Old Charles st, City rd, Tailor. Aug 31. Chauntre!l 
and Co, Lincoln’s inn fie 

Campion, Henry, Bromegrove, Gent. Septl4. Sanders, Bromsgrove 

Qooke, James Braddock, Altrincham, Cheshire, Agent. Aug !. Peacock, 
Manchester 

Daines, Thomas, Tenby, Pembroke, Esq. Sept !. Knowlesand Michel- 
more, Wellington 

Ditmas, Frederick, Croydon, Surrey, Major R.E. Aug 28. Farmer and 
Robins, Pancras lane 

Finney, Charlies White, Ockbrock, Derby, Apothecary. Sept 1. Sale, 
Derby 


Foster, Joseph, Willesborough, Kent, Gent. 
Serjeants’ inn, Chancery lane 

Fowler, Sarat, Longwick, Buckingham. Aug 8. Parrotts, Aylesbury 

Halfpenny, Jane, Hanley, Stafford, Domestic Servant. Aug23. Pad- 
dock and Sous, Henley 

Hall, Thomas, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset, Gent. Sept 14. Sanders, 
Bromsgrove 

Hepburn, John, Grove park, Camberwell, Gent. Sept 29. 
and Son, Bird-in-Hand court, Cheapside 

Marchand, Charles Tony, Bentinck st, Manchester sq. Sept 1. Pickett 
and Myton, King’s Bench walk, Temple 

Motley, George, Austin fen, Lincoln, Farmer. Sept 14. 

Neate, Thomas, Chalford, Gloucester, Gent. Oct 15, 
Stroud 

Parton, William, Stoke-upon-Trent, Stafford, Joiner. Aug 16. Paddock 
and Sons, Henley 

Pritchara, Obristopher, Derby, Mineral Water Manufacturer. Aug 12. 
Nortwen, Derby 

Richardson, Louisa Anne, Tanbridge Weils, Kent. Aug 15. Nicholson 
and Herbert, Spring gardens 

“ aetnas, Barrow-upon-Trent, Derby, Gent. 

y 


Aug 14. Cheesman, 


Hepburn 


Bell, Louth 
Winterbotham, 


Sept 1. Sale, 

Smith, Rev Herbert, Southampton. Novi. Binstesd, Portsmouth 

Stone, Henry Robert, Redfords, Havering-atte-Bower, Essex, Esq. 
Sept 1. White, Southampton st, Bl bury 

Waiker, Robert, Stratford-apon-Avon, Warwick, Hop Merchant. Sept 14, 
Hobbes and Slatter, Stratford-upon-Avon 

Watker, William, Oakfield, Kingswinford, Stafford, Coal Master. Aug 25. 
Harwards and Oo, Stouroridge 

— Joseph, Hanley, Stafford, Butcher. Aug8. Challinor, 

lanley 





Tugspay, July 18, 1876. 


Bennett, Ann Louisa, Swansea, Glamorgan. Sept 7. David, Swansea 
Bray, Genjamia Townend, Honley, nr Huddersfield, York, Clotu Miller, 

Oct 1, Owen, Haddersfield 
Sept 29, 


Cannon, Charles, Kidderpore Hall, Hampstead, Dyer, 
Burgoynes and Co, Oxford st 

Delvy, Caroline, Upper Bemerton st Islington, Sept 2. Keays, Charles 
at, Westminster 

Glanville, Grace, Plymouth, Devon, 
Plymouth 

Goodhead, Elijah, Birmingham, Engineer, Aug 14, Ansell, Birmingham 

= Matthew, Liverpool, Esq. Aug 31. Bateson and Oo, Liver. 


Sept 7. Phillips and Sons, 


Hardy, Frederick Auguetus, Kingeton-on-Thames, Surrey, Eeq, Aug 14. 


Dixon and Co, Bodford row 
#, Sarah, Pentonville rd, Aug 18, Marshall, King’srd, Bedford 

row 

Hill, David, Gospel End, Sodgloy, Stafford, Merchant, Sept 29. White. 
house, Wolverhampton 

ANN, Thomas Honry, Traro, Cornwall, Grover, Aug 21, Dobdell, jun, 
‘Traro 

Hook, Charles, 8t Jamon’a st. Soptt. Halse and Co, Choapside 

Jennings, Henry, Southowram, nr Halifax, York, Farmer, Aug 19. 
Gill and Son, Knaresbrough 





Johnson, William Newman, Swansea, Glamorgan, Lloyd’s Surveyor. 
Sept7. David, Swansea 

Joseph, Jacob, Swansea, Glamorgan, Gent. Sept7. David, Swansea 

Motum, Wiiliam Ferdinando, Wickham Market, Suffolk. Sept 30. 
Motum, Newcastle-upon-T yne 

Peters, Joseph, Rede Court House, nr Rochester, Kent, Lime and 
Cement Mercliant. Aug5. Smith and Son, Furniva!’s-inn, Holborn 

Pratt, Michael, Easington, Darham, Countryman. Aug 7. Bell, 
Sunderland 

Resten, Elizabeth, Liverpool. Aug tl. Collins, Liverpool 

Sanford, Richard, Fifehead, Magdalene, Dorset, Yeoman. Aug 23. 
Bennet:, Braton 

Smith, Thomas Sidney, South Fields, Wandsworth, Gent, Aug 31. 
Nicol and Co, Lime st 

Thomas, Rev. Liewellyn Lloyd, Newport, Montgomery. Sept 30. 

e, Cardigan 

Thorp, Rebecca, Edgbaston, Warwick. Sept 1. Oerton and Westwood, 
Birmingham 

Till, Alexander, Shurland, Eastehurch, Kent, Farmer. Sept 14. 
Copland, Sheerness 

Tomlinson, John, Wellesley rd, Chiswick, Stationer. Sept 30. Dommett, 
Gutter Ipne, Cheapside 

Whaite, Lorima Edward, Manchester. Aug 15. Marlow, Manchester 

Whalley, Arther John, Truro, Cornwall, Civil Engineer. Sept 1. 
Dobell, Jan, Truro 

Whitehead, Elizabeth, South Shields. Auzl. Mabame, Sonth Shields 

Whitehead, John, sen, Elton, Lancashire, Esq. Sept i6. Taylor and 
Sons, Bolton 

Williamson, William, Almondbory Bank, nr Haddersfield, Yory, 
Butcher. Oct}. Owen, Huddersfiled 


Bankrupts. 
Fripay, July 14, 1876. 
Under the Bankruptey Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 

Hall, ea Samuel, Lambeth walk, Oilman. Pot July13. Hazlitt. 
Aug li at 1 

Hind, James, Leinster terrace, Lancashire gate, Builder. Pet July 11. 

itt. Aug 2 ac 12.30 

Hird, Charles Frederick, Delancey st, Camden town, Solicitor. Pet 
July 12. Spring-Rice. July 25 atl 

Imray, William, Cricketfield rd, Clapton, no occupation. Pet July 11. 
Hazlitt. Aug 2 at 12 ’ 

Throckmorton, John, St James’ st, Piccadilly. Pet July 11. Brougham. 
July 25 at 12 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Constant, Frederick, Birmingham, Baker. Pet July 1!. Cole. Bir- 
mingham, July 31 at 11 

Holyfield, Thomas, Ascott, Oxford, Farmer. Pet June 30. Bishop. 
Oxford, Juiy 29at 12 

Knight, William, Girtford, Bedford, Wheelwright. Pet Jaly 6. Pearse. 
Bedford, July 27 at 10 

MacDonald, Horace, Great Grimsby, ? Lincoln, Grocer. Pet Jaly 6. 
Daubney. Great Grimsby, July 28 at 11.30 

Moore, George, Filleigh, Devon, Blacksmith. Pet July 11. Beneraft. 
Barnstaple, July 28 at 12 

Morgan, John, Penclawd1, Glamorgan, Master Mariner. Pet July 10. 
Jones. Swansea, July 26 at 2 

Van Praagh, Joseph Frank, Brighton, Sossex, Club Proprietor. Pet 
June 9, Kvershed. Brighton, Aug 2 at Il 

Watson, John, Alsager, Cheshire, Plamber. Pet July 12. Mare. Maccles 
fleld, July 26 at 10.25 


Tusspar, July 18, 1876. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Barnard, Charles, Walworth rd, Furnishing Warehouseman. Pet July 
14, Keone. Aug 4attl 
Batley, J L___, Holborn, Publican. Pet July 4. Keene. Aug 4 
atl 
Egerer, Charies, Mark lane, Merchant. Pot July 17, Keene. Ang t 
at 12 


Martien, Joseph Gilbert, King’s Bench walk, Temple. Pet July 13. 
Haslitt. Aug? at? 

Vienski, Abraham, Euston rd, Carver. Pet July 4. Pepys. Aug ! 
at 12 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Booth, Thomas, and John Edward Booth, Ashton-under-Lyne, Lanca- 
shire, Cotton Spinners, Pet July 18. Hall, Ashton-anderLyn:. 
Aug’ atli 

Ormeten, Mark, Darlington, Durham, Corn Merchant, Pet July NM. 
Crosby. Stockton-on-Tees, July 31 at 3 

Poars, Christopher, Penrith, Cumberland, Innkeeper, Pet July 13. 
Halton. Cartisie, July 3) at 3 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Farar, July 14, 1876 
Batchelor, Honey Crouch, King Williem st, Maritine Agent. July 10 
Bickford, Joseph, Birmingham, out of business, July Ul 
Croas, Samuel Jod, Satton, Surrey, Licensed Victualler, Deo 17, 870 
Shiloook, Ann, Leieester, July 2 


Towepay, July 18, 1876. 


Grose, Adolph, Weet Hart! » Durham , Hate Dresser, 


Juty 44 
Pritchard, Philip, Great St Helen's, Bishopagate at, Merohant, July 17 
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Deeds Registered. 
Tuzspay, July 18, 1876, 
Pritehard, Philip, Inns of Court Hotel, no trade. Compos May 27, 
Reg July 13 : 
Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fripay, July 14, 1876, 

Adair, James Wallace Dunlop, Warwick st, Charing cross, Major in 
H.M.’s Army. July 26 at 12 at offices of Broats and Co, Walbrook 
Ae oo koe, Plumber. Jaly 28 at 2 at offices of Harle, Bank st, 

3 


Allan, John, Old Kent rd, China Dealer. July 25 at 11 at offices of White, 
Essex st, Ftrand. Greaves, Essex st, Strand 
Alstrom, William, Old Ford, Bow, Coal Merchant. July 24at 2 at the 
Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Anning, Cheapside 
Andrews, Enoch, Leeds, Provision Dealer. July 25 at 3 at offices of 
Turner, East parade, Leeds 
Baker, George, Hitchin, Hertford, Plumber. August 4 at | at offices 
of Reader, Gray’s inn square 
Baker, Rosetta, Gosport, Hants, Pork Butcher. July 25 at 3 at St 
George’s House, St George’s square, Portsea. Way 
Barnard, Carlton, York Town, Surrey, Cabinet Maker, July 27 at4 at 
the King’s Arms Hotel, York Town. Cooke, Wokingham 
Beaty, Robert, Tow Law, Durham, General Draper. July 26 at 11 at 
the County Hotel, Durham. Brignall, jan, Durham 
Beaumoct, Moses, Yarkhill, Hereford, Haulier. July 26 at 10.30 at 
effices ot Corner, High Town, Hereford 
Bell, James,.Chesterfield, Derby, Draper. July 28 at 3 at the Com- 
mittee Room, Market Hall, Chesterfield. Jones, Chesterfield 
Berry, Richard, Salford, Lancashire, Grocer. July 27 at 3 at offices of 
Sampson, South King st, Manchsster 
Besso, Joseph (and not Besse, as erroneously printed in Gazette of July 
7), Manchester, Cigar Merchant. July 24 at 3 ut offices of Sampsen, 
- South King st, Manc 
Bowyer, Henry Downes, Ripley, Surrey, Miller. July 28 at 11 at offices 
of Greevhil!, Gracechurch st 
Bradley, James, Ashton-under-Lyne, Lancashire, Plumber. July 28 at 
3 at offices of Whitehead, Stamford st, Stalybridge 
Braizer, Henry George, Writtle, Essex, Builder. July 28 at 11 at offices 
ot Jones, Tyndal square, Chelmsford 
“Brown, William Henry, Grove st, South Hackney, Turner, Ang 4at3 
at offices of Coles and Co, Cheapside, Nut and Co 
Buglass, Jaco’ Bedlington, Sunderland, Durnam, Builder, Aug 1 atil 
at offices of Skinner, John st, Sunderland 
Carter, George, Mark Carter, and John Carter, Halisax, York, Cotton 
Doublers. July 28 at [1 at the White Swan Hotel, Princess st, Halifax. 
Leng bottom, Halifax 
Che mbers, William Edward Rocvse Boughton, Fedbury, Worcester Malts- 
ter. July 28 at }2 at offices ot New and Co, Bridge st, kvesham 


‘Connock, William James, Bristol, Mason. Juy 26 at 1.2 avotice§of 


Trigg®, Broad st, Bristoi. Benson sna Thomas, Bristol 
Copson, Lewir, Leicester, Grocer. July 28 at 12 at offices of Harvey; 
Selb: roe buildings, Miilstone lane, Leicester 
Cotten, John Anderson, Mincing lane,Tea Merchant. July 21 at 3at 
Offices of Ni ton, Great Swas alley, Moorgate st 
Crawford, An», Dadiey, Worcester, Fender Manufacturer. July 25 at 
2.20 at the Dndley Arms Hote’, Daidl-y. Sroke-, Dudley 
Cunningtam, Janes, Newcastie-upon-Tyne, Tailor. July 27 at 12 at 
offices of Macdonsic, Mosley s:, Newcs.tle-up. n-fyne 
Cutler, Richard, and Elizabeth Cutler, Brighton, Sussex, Miiliner. July 
31 at 2 at offices of Smart and Co, Chespside, Ciarke end Hewlett, 
Brighten 
Date, Frecer ck, Hutton Rodby, York, Su'geon. July 29 at 12.30 at 
offices of | reper, Finkle s:, Stockton-on-Tees 
Dawion, Samne!, jun, New.on Abbot-, Devon, Marine Store Dealer. 
Joly 25 at 12 at the G obe Hotel, Newton Abbot. Bearle 
Day, Elizabeth, Liverpool, Gises Dealer. Aug | at 3atoffi:es of Smith, 
Corf’s buildings, Preeson’s row, Liverpool 
De Chastean, E win, Paternoster row, Merchant. July 22 at 11 at 
Offices of Parry, Basinghell st 
Lurege, Mex. Great St Helen’s, Commission Agent, July 24 at 3 at 
ofces of Morey ond Shirre ff, Palmerston daildings, O.d Broad st 
Ellictt, William, Manchester, Filter Manatacturer, July 31 at 3 at 
cfSas cf ‘rediand, John Dalion st, Manchester 
Farmer, Stephen, Oie Hill. Rowley Regis, S:afford, Butcher. July 25at 
11 at offices of Homer, High et. triericy bli 
Faulkrer, Geesge Frederick, Su'hamypstead Abbotts, Berks, Baker. 
Joly 31 at 2 at the Queen’s Huie!, Friar st, Kesding. Blanay and 
Witherington, Reading 
Field, William, and Edwin Holden, Rochdale, Lancashire, Dyers. Aug 
2 at 3 at offices of Worth, Old Market piace, Rocidale 
Firn, George, Leicester, Builser. Jaiy 24 et 11 at offices of Haxby, 
Beivoir st, Leicesier 
Freedmon, Saul, &ethns) green rd, Cothier, Jaly 24 at 3 at offices 
of Bernett, New Hroad at 
Goléing, 1 homas Charies, Upchurch, Kent, Licenset Victaslier, July 
27 at 1i at offices of Gibson, High #:, Sittingbourne 
Saws York, Painver. July 21 at 15 at offices of Cobb, Blake 
st. Yor 
Greenough, John, Fo'ton, Lancashire, Sma!lware Dealer. July 27 at 3 
at we Clarence Hotel, Spring gaerde:s, Manchester. Kubin-on, 
Bolton 
Hattie, Themes Girdwood, Whitby York, Mining Engineer. Joly 27 
at 2 at (fices «f Loschon, Pout OT ce vaildings, Baxtergate, Whitby 
Hi}, Waiter, Hucdersfielt, York, Joiner. July 27 at tt at offices of 
erry, Markes place, Huddersfield 
Hicegnton, join Kicharé, Funtingdon, Sussex, Schoolmaster, Jaly 31 
at 12 at the Dolphin Hotel, Chichester. Lam, sriguton 
Basties, Thomas Thornet, Tewke-bury, Gloucester, Baker. July 31 at 
li at ofhees of Mowes and Komory, Tewkesvury 
Bortors, Wiliam fechard, s06 Pou! vecaavilie, Castle «t, Faicon square 
Woolen Werebousemen, July % a4 at the Guiichall (vflee House, 
Gresham st. Morgan and Co, Moorgate m ’ 
Bterinen, Jaeye, hepony green, Farnitare Dealer, Aug 3 at 12 ab 
ees Holle way, Eali’s bond 16, Iolingvon 





James, Henry, Nottingham, Machinist. July 25 at 3 at offices of 
Middle pavement, Nottingham ae 
Johnson, Henry, Mansfield, Nottingham, Joiner. Ang | at 3.30 at the 
Eclipse Inn, Market place, Mansfield. Lees, jua, Nottingham 
Jones. Edward, Bristol, Oil Merchant. July 26 at 2 at offices of Bog, 
ingham, Albion chambers, Broad st, Bristol 
Jones, John Edwin, Upper Kennington lane, Cigar Case Manufactarer, 
July 27 at 2 at offices of Vanderpumps, Gray’s inn square 
Knee, Thomas, Welluw, Somerset, Farmer, July 24 at 11 at offices 
Dyer, Queen square, Bah 
Knott, John, and Edmund Knott, Sheffisld, Steel Manufacturers, July 
2 = . at Cutlers’ Hall, Church st, Sheffield. Clegg and Sons, 
h effiel 
Lacey, Henry, Leicester, Elastic Web Manu‘actarer. July 27 at 3 g 
at offices of the Leicestershire Trade Protection Society, New 8, 
Leicester. Fowlec and Co, Leicester 
Lascelles, John, Ifield rd, South Kensington, Coal Merchant.! [July 95 
at 12 at 145, Cheapsiue. Smith and Co, Bread st, Cheapside 
Laxton, Henry Wright, Surbiton, Surrey. July 25 at 2 at offices of 
Phelps and sidgwick, Gresham st 
Lee, Samuel, Earisheaton, York, Blanket Manufacturer. Aug 1 at 1] 
at offices of Good, Dewsbury. Walker 
Leighton, George Nelson, Ambleside, Westmorland, Plumber. Jay 
29 at 11 at offices of Fisher and Gatey, Ambleside 
Marsh, Williem, Virginia row, Bethnal green, Boot Manufacturer, 
July 28 at 3 at offices of Thwaites, Basinghall st 
Mason, George, Hyde, Cheshire, Builder, July 27 at 8 at offices of 
Smith, Hyde 
Matheson, Keaneth, Swanses, Licensed Victualler. July 24 at $ at 
offices of Smith aud Co, Somerset place, Swansea 
Matthews, Charles, Harrogate, York, Fish Dealer. July 27 at2 at 
oftices of Watson, Lendal, York. Farmery, Knaresborough 
Miller, Charles, Havant, Hants, Butcher. July 25 at 4 at the Dolphin 
Hotel, Havant. Walker, Landport 
Minors, John, Marchington, Stefford, Cattle Dealer. July 31 at 10 
offices of Bagshaw, High st, Uttoxeter 
Mitcbell, Mary Ana, Chippenham, Wilts, July 27 at 3 at offices of 
Keary avd Co. High st, Chippenham 
Morley, John, Manchester, Egg Dealer. July 28 at 3 at offices of Chey 
and Sons, Swan st, Manchester 
Murphy, William Kingdom, Roath, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Grocer. July 
27 at i! at offices of Morgan, High st, Cardiff 
Nash, Andrew, New Brighton, Cheshire, Hotel Manager. Aug 2 at? 
at offices of Hannan and Pugh, Dancan st, Birkeahead 
Needs, John, Maindee, Monmouth, Builder. July 28 at 12 at offices of 
Gibbs, Tredegar place, Newpert 
Organ, John Augustus, trockworth, Gloucestar, Haulier, July 29 af 
16 at offices of Smith, Regent st, Cheltenham 
Osborn, William, Falmouth, Cornwail, Carpznter, July 31 at ll at the 
Red Lion Hotel, Truro. Whitefield, St Colum» 
Osborne, Herry, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Beerhouse Keeper. July 
27 at 11 at offices of Feilows, Mount pleasant, Bilston 
Overend, James, Bramley, York, Cioth Manufacturer. July 27 at 24 
offices of Bond and Barwick, Albion place, Leeds 
Paget, Frederick, Leeds, Mattress Manu acturer. July 26 at 36 
offices of Simpson and Burrell, Albion st, Leeds 
Parker, benjamin, Heytesoury, Wilts, Coal Dealer. Auz 3 at 12 at the 


Bell Hotel, Warminster. Grey, Bradford-»n- Avon 
Pasrratt, Williaun, Addison gardeas, North Ksusingtoa, Builder. Jaly 
26 at 10,30 ac the Railway Tavern, Goldhawk rd, Sheperd’s bush, 

Lee, Giext James st, Bedford row 

Pearman, Edwin, Little Guildford st, Iron Bed+tead Manufacturer, 
Aug 7 at 12 at the Guildhall Cuffee House, Gresham st, Walker and 
Go, St Swithin’s lane 

Poyser, George, Wilb rforce st, Canning town, Carman. July 29 at 
10.30 at offices of smith aud Howard, Suuthampcon builcings, 
Ch-ncery lane 

Prangiey, James, Bath, Boot Manufacturer. July 28 at 11 at offices of 
Bartrum, Northumberland buildings, Bath 

Price, Aaron, Hanley, Stafford, Furnitare Dealer, July 24 at 3 at the 
Saraceu’s Head Hotel, Hanley. Scevenson, Hanley 

Proctor, Henry, Walter Proctor, and Archib:ld Proctor, Manchester, 
Fish Curers. Aug at 3 a6 offices of Cuew and Sous, Swan st, Man- 
chester 

Puiein, Henry Edmund, Batley, York, Provision Dealer. July 31 at 
12 at offices of Hurniey, Queensgate, Braufurd 

Redman, John Ramsden, Haworth, York, Worsted Spianer. July 25 
at 1) st offices of Taylor and Co, Piccadilly, bradford 

Richardson, Peter, Runcorn, Cheshire, Licensed Victualler. July 25 
at 2 at offices of Linaker, Bank chambers, Runcoro 

Ridge, Benjamin, Oid Accrington, Lancastire, Drapar. July 27 at 3 a 
¢ fiices of Harlow, Dutton st, New Accringtcn 

Rizareli, Francises, and Domingy Rizsreli, Uhester, Circus Proprie- 
tors. July 25at 3 at the Whise Lion Huvel, Halifax. Hulroyde and 
Smith, Halifax 

Rober, George Walter, Horsforth, nr Leeds, Brick Manufacturer. 
July 27 at 2 at the Quecn’s Hutwi, Leeds. Kddisou, Leeds 

Shackshaft, Joseph, Newport Pagnell, Buckingham, Builder, July 26 a6 
12 at the Swan Hotel, Newpoit Pagvell. Ball, Nowport Psgnell 

Spicer, Willism, Berkeley, Glou ester, Collier. Aug at 11,30 at the 
Wellington Hotel, Gluucester. Scott Berkeey 

Thi: kell, Willian: Todd, Sunderland, Daraam, Coal Dealer. July 26 a6 
3 at 6, John st, Sunderland 

Thorn, Etiza, and Josep Thorn, Carsiff, Cabinet Makers, July 25 at 
i} at the Hen and Ch ckens Hotel, Birmingham. Morgan, Cardiff 

Toury, Fanny Moria, Wolveriamptor, Stafford, Licensed Vicwualler, 
July 26 at 11 at offices of Willcocks, Queen st, Wolveruamptoa 

Wogsteff. Jovn, and Thomas 8 evenson, Leicester, Boot Manalacurers, 
July 26 at 5 at cfices of Harvey, 8 borne buildings, Millstone lane, 
Letcester 

Watteen, Emi'e, Middlesborough, York, Nut Manufacturer, Aug 2 a 
2.40 at the Buard Koom, Koyal Excvange, Middiesporough, Stubbs 

Weils, George Mundy, Brom'ey, hent, Upholaterer, July 27 at 12 at 
otiices of Gamble ond Huvey, Gresham buidings, Basinghall st, 
Lock yor, Gresham buildings 

Whaliey, John, stockport, Ob«rbire, Butohes, J.ly 29 at 8 at offices of 

douner, Piccadilly, Manchester 
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, William, Burnley, Lancashire, Tea Dealer. July 26 at 3 
‘Read, Hargreaves st, Burniey 
, Samuel, Birmingham, Metal Dealer. July 27 at 11 at offices 

of Davies. Beunett’s hill, Birmingham ‘ 

Williams, John, Smallthorn, Stafford, out of business. Jaly 24 at 11 
at offices of Stevenson, Cheapside, Hanley 

Winkelbaken, Samuel, Brushfield st, Spitalfields, Painter. July 26 at 
gat 3, Commercial st, Whitechapel, Pittman, Stamford st, Black- 









Aces of friars 

Wood, William, Burnley, Lancashire, Grocer. Aug 2 at 8 at the Old 
‘ Taly Red Lion Hote!, Burnley 
d Sons, Yung, James Johu, Chelmsford, Essex, Geat. July 22 at 1 at the 





Bell Hotel, Chelmsford, Watts, Ipswich 
TugsDay, July \8, 1876. 

Amos, James, Edward st, Hoxton, Dealer in Metal. July 26 at 10 at 
the Victoria Tavern, Morpeth rd, Bethnal green, Hicks, Lansdown 
terrace, Grove rd, Victoria park 

Barfoot, Coruelius Henry, Huntington, Watch Maker. July 28 at 12 

at offies of Robinson, Gresham House, Old Broad st 





at 3 at 
OW gt, 


aly 25 









at I Beale, John, Sheffield, Wine Merchant, Aug 1 at 12 at officesof Camm 
apd Corbidge, Norfolk st, Sheffield. Nich olson 
Tuy Belton, John Charles, Clif.on villas, Camden cottage, Photographic 





Printer. Aug 3 at 3 at offices of Wright and Nicoll, Great Port- 






land st 
Beresford, John, and Navid Beresford, Belner, Derby, Builders, Aug 
4at 12 at the Red Liou Hotel, Bridge st, Belper. Swatfield, Chester- 






field 

Bishop, Samuel, Swithland, Leicester, Licensed Victualler, Aug! at 
12 at offices of Fowler and Co, Grey Friars chamb.rs, Friar lane 
Leicester 

Bonney, Emma, Southampten, Toy Warehouse Keeper. Aug 1 at 3 
at offices of Newman, Upper East st, Southampton 

Booker, George Frederick, Marston Muisey, Wilts, farmer. July 31 at 
lat the Govdard Arms Hotel, Swindou. Cave, Newbury 

Brooke, William, Brighouse, York, Piumber. Ang 2 at 3 at offices 
of Barber, Brighouse 

Brooks, William, Chippenham mews, Harrow rd, Paddington, Cab 
Proprietor. Aug 3 at3 at offices of Green, Queen st, Cheapside 

Burgess, Thomas, Manchester, Leather Merchant. July 31 at 3 at 
offices of Addleshaw and Warburton, King st, Manchester 

Burleigh, Henry Robert, East Dereham, Norfolk, Shoe Mannfactur r. 
July 3) at 12 at offices of Emerson and Sparrow, Rampant Horse st, 
Norwich ’ 

Buskbam, Stephen, Stockton-on-Tees, Coal Dealer, July 31 at 3 at 
offices of Garbutt and Faweett, Finkle st, Stockton-on-Tees 

Cadby, George, Carlton terrace, Harrow rd, Metal Polisher. Aug } at 
8 at offices ot Thwaites, Basinghal: st. Medcalf, Gresham buildings, 
Basinghal) st 

Marrier, Thomas, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Hosier. July 28 at 2 at 
offices of Jones, Brown st, Manchester. Stratton and Rudlaad, 
Wolverhampton 

Carrill, John James, Ashton-under -Lyne, Lancashire, Pawnbroker. 
Aug 7 at 11 at offices of Kershaw’ Town Hall chaiabars, Ashton- 
under-Ly ne 

ash, George, and Alfred German, Portsea, Hants, Iron Founders, Aug 
























the Bat 3 at offices of Blake Union st, Portsea 
ral Chambers, George, Headless Cross, Ipsiey, Warwick, Beer Retailer. 
te Aug | at 3 at offices of Simmons, Evesham st, Redditch 





Chinn, Edward William, Hudderefield, York, Jeweller. Aug 2 at 3 at 
of Learoyd and Co, Buxton rd, Huddersfieid 

@onyers, Walker, Armley, nr Leeds, T'unner. July 27 at 3 at offices of 
Malcolm, Park row, Leeds 

Cude, William Jones, Ashbrittle, Somerset. Builder. Aug 3 at 12 at 
offices of Taunton, High st, Taunton. Payne, Milverton 

Davies, Robert, Dowiais, Glamorgan, Shoe Maker. July 27 at 11 at 
offices of Lewis, Glebeland st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Davies, William, Liantrissant, Glamorgau, Grocer. Aug 3 at 12 at 
offices of Rorser, High st, Pontypridd 

Dean, William Henry, and Charles Frederick Dean, Manchester, Skirt 
Manufacturers. Aug 2 at 3 at offices of Rowley and Co, Clarence 
buildings, Booth st, Manchester 

Dezilie, Charles Antoine Ferdinand, and Char es Bruce Dazille, Oid st, 
Timber Merchants. July 24 at 10 at offices of Buchanan and Rogers, 
Basinghall st 

Edwards, Frederic, Mark lane, Merchant, July 31 at 3 at offices of 




























s Avardws, Fenchurch st 
95 Fletcher, Emma Sarah, Brockworth, Gloucester, Innkeeper. July 29 
at 10.30 at offices of Smith, Regent st, Cheltenham 
at Gates, Frederick George, Crescent place, Hackney rd, Linen Draper, 
ug 10 at 3 at offices of Holloway, Bull’s Pond rd, Ielington. Fen- 
Aug 10 ffices of Holl Bull’s Pond rd, Loli F 
nd Griffiths, Cadwalader, Bele, Merione th, China Merchant. Aug | at 12 
at offices of James, Uorwen 
er, Hands, Thomas, Birmingham, Coal Dealer. Aug 3 at 3 at offices of 
Bunkle and Olulee, Wate:loo st, Birmingham. Wilson, Birmingham 
at Hewett, George, Odiham, Hants, Grocer. July 3) at 12 at 12, Great 
George st, Wes'minster, Bayley, Basingstoke 
the Hindson Jobn, Temple Sowerby, Westmorland, Joiner, Aug 3 at 2.30 
at offices of Arnison, St Andrew’s place, Penrith 
at Holdernes-, Thomas, Leeds, Shoe Manufacturer, July 31 at 3 at 
offices of Simpson and Burrell, Albion at, Leeds 
at ‘Hooker, Abraham Spencer, Fast Grinstead, Sussex, Baker, July 27 at 
f at My Crown Hotel, East Griustead. Poarless and Son, East 
ir, rinste 
‘Hopcroft, Thomas Fay, Beverley, York, Surgeon, July 27 at 2 at offices 
“, of i Eldridge and Lephenson, Cogan chambers, Bowlalley lane, 
‘, Kingston-upon-Hull 
Jobneon, William, Middleton, Lancashire, Brower, July 28 at3 at 
at officer of Cobbett and Co, Brown at. Manchester 
bs Jones, John, Crewe, Oheshire, Boot Maker, July 24 at 11 at offices of 
at inton, Market st, Orewe 
4 Kings, Frederick, Pershore, Worcester, Market Gardener, July 31 at 
e 12 at offices of Pitt, The Avenue, Cross, Worcester 
of , Francie, Nottingham, Baker. Aug3 at ii at offices of Cranch 






and Stroud, Low pavement, Nottingham 











Lamb, William, Preston, Lancashire, Contractor. July 31 at 2.30 af 
at the Boar’s Head Inn, Friargate Preston. Edelston, Preston 

Langhorne, Absalam, Cockerton, Durham, Market Gardener. Aug 2 
at 11 at offices of Barron, High row, Darlington 

London, Frederick George, Ipswich, Suffolk, Master Mariner. Aug 4 at 
11 at offices of Mills, Eim st, Ipswich 

Meredith, Thomas, N ewtown, Worcester, Pump Maker. July 28 at 3 
at offices of Alien aud Beauchamp, S place, W ter 

Mitchell, George Royce, Leicester, Elastic Web Manu‘actarer. July 31 
at 12 at offices of Wright, Gallowtree gute, Leicester 

Monk, George, Barrow-on-Soar, Leicester, Vordwainer. Aug 1 at li 
at offices of Deane an’ Lickorish, Market place, Loughborough 

Montgomery, William, Kirkbride, Cumberland, Draper.. Aug } at 3 at 
offces of Errington, English st, Carlisle 

Nason, Joseph, Coventry, Saddler. July 27 at 12 at offices ef Wood- 
cock, Batley lane, Coventry 

Newman, Abraham Benjamin, Edgbaston, Birmingham, Jewellers’ 
Factor. July 28 at 11 at otces of Davies, Benn-tt’s hill, Birming- 
ham 

Nicol, Frank, Silloth, Camberland, Hotel Keeper. July 29 at 11 at 
0 tices of McKeeyer, Wigton 

Noble, Robert, Southoort, Lanc ashire, Builder. Aug 3 at 3 at offices of 

Nordon, Cook st, Liverpool 

Norris, George, S.uthsex, Hants, Hairdresser. Aug | at 12 at 145, 
Cheapside. King, Portsea 

Notting, Geore, Landport, Hants, Licensed Victualler. 
at offices of Fel:/ham, Union st, Portsea 

Parkes, Joseph, Birkenhead, Chsshire, Grocer’s Clerk. July 31 at 2 
at offices of Downham, Market st, Birkenhead 

Pattinson, John Gregory, Sunderland, Durham, Grocer. July 26 at 
1! at offices of Haswell, Norfolk st, Sunderland 

Phillips, Phitip Dani 1, College hil', Hsriware Merchant. Aug 7 at 2 
at offices of Elmslie and Co, Leadenhall st 

Piper, George. Gids Pond, Kent, Carpsuter. Aug | at 2.30 at offices of 
Norton and Son, Eart st, Maidstoxe 

Pratt, James, Forest Git+, Essex, Watch Miker July 31 at 2 at the 
Robin Hovd Tavern, High Holborn. Wenn, Bell yard, Teuple bar 

Preston, George, Birming1am, Boot Manu‘acturer. July 26 at 12 at 
offices of Pointon, Tem; le row west. Birmingham 

Robinson, Janes, Willoughby-on-:he-Wolds, Nocingham, Butcher. 
July 31 av Il at the Boot Hotel, Loughborough. ek, Nottingham 

Rogers, Henry, Portobello rd, Notting hill, Boot Dealer. July 27 at $ 
at offices of Watson, Guildaali yard 

Shairp, Henry Gideon, and John Moatefivre, jun, Leadenhall st, Com- 
miasion Merchants. July 31 at 12 at offices of Ash'ey and Tee, 
Frederick’s place, Old Jewry 

Shaw, Moses, Great Grimaby, Lincoln, Blacksmith. Jaly 29 at 3at 
the Yarborough Hotel, Great Grimsby. Bailes . 

Sillett, Leonard, Bramfield, suffolk, Innkeeper. Aug 1 at 2 at offices of 
Baas, Haleswo.tu 

Smith, Edward, Stockton.on-Tee*, Durham, Grocer. July 27 at 2 at 
the Queen’s Hotel, Leeds, Trotter, Stockton-on-Te3s 

Smith, Thomas, Birmiogvam, Broker. July 28 at 3 at offices of 
Maher and Poncia, Tempie st, Birmingham 

Sollitt, John Henry, Perry’s close, Perry’srd, Poplar. Aug 3at3 at 
Offices of Parker and Locke, Milner’s vuildinzs, Fiasbury 

Stroud, Joseph, Wandsworth, Surrey, Greengrocer. Aug 2 ab 11 at 
offices of Jones, Bank buildings, Wandsworth 

Stubbings, Thomas, Dover, Kent, Liceussd Victualler. July 31 at 12 
at offices of Mowil, Castle st, Dover 

Swann, Henry, Nottingham, July :8 ab 3 at offices of Belk, Middle 
pavement, Nottiogham 

Symonds, William, jun, Guilsborough, Northampton, Ironmonger. 
July 31 at 1 atoifices of Andrew, Gold st, Northampton 

Tilbury, Walter, Southampton, Boot Maker. July 29 at 12 at offices of 
Guy, Albion terrace, Southamptoa 

Unets, George, Aston Cautiow, Warwick, Builder, Jaly 25 at 11.30a6 
the Falcon Hotel, Stratford-on-Avoa. Wardea 

Upham, Wi!liam George, High st, Hampstead, Saddler, July 3i at3 
at Mullen’s Hotel, Iron monger lane. Downing, Basinghall st 

Wade, George, Bridlington Quay, York, lankeeper. Aug 7 at? at the 
George Hotel, Hull. Ledger, Bridlington 

Wales, Jonn, Foreign st, Holland rd, Brixton, Builder, Aug Sat 3 at 
Coles and Co, Cheapside, Nutt and Co 

Walker, James, Terrington terrace, Tredegar rd, North Bow, Barrister's 
Clerk, Aug 3 at 2 at the Great Northera Hotel, Cambridge. Fieet, 
Hatt n garden 

Watson, William, South Shields, Durham, Grocer. 
offices of Rennoldson, King st, South shivids 

Wearden, John, Preston, Lancashire, Innkeeper. July 31 at 11 at 
offices of Houghten and Myres, Winckley st, Preston 

Webb, James Bonham, Chepping Wycombe, Buckingham, out of 
business. July 29 at 3 at offices of Rawsoa, Charen square, High 


Wycombe 
Wilcock, Sarah, Blackburn, Lancashire, Hosier. July 28 at 4 at 
offices of Warner, King st, Manchester. Marriott, Blackourn 





July 28 at 3 


Aug 1 at S$ at 








YATES & ALEXANDER, 
PRINTERS, LITHOGRAPHERS, STATIONEKS, 
BIC. 


CHANCERY-BUILDINGS, 23, CHANCERY-LANE, 
LONDON, 


Bvery description of Printing. 


Jadicature A@idavits Catalogues 
Appeals Prospectuses 
Parliamentary Minutes Magazines 

r) 
Pamphiets pose = 
R 7 Posters 
Rules Handbills, &e., &e 
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10, LANCASTER-PLACE, WATERLOO-BRIDGE, STRAND, 
Established 1835. Paid-up Capital, £480, 000. 
If required Interest on Loans may be capitalized. 


F. 8, CLAYTON, 
C, H. CLAYTON, 


Joint 
Secretaries. 


IRECT CONTINENTAL STEAM PASSEN- 

GER SERVICE.—The GENEKAL STEAM NAVIGATION 

COMPANY’S STEAMSHIPS leave the IRONGATE and SI. KATHE- 
BINE’S WHARF, near the Tower, for— 


HAMBURG —Every Tuesday, Thursday, and Saturday. July 25th at 
2; 27th at 3 p.m.; 29th at 9 am. Fares: Saloon, £2 5s.; fore 
eabin, £1 9s. Return tickets : Saloon, £3 8s. ; fore cabin, £2 4s. 


Pit ROTTERDAM,—Every Wednesday and Saturday, July a: “ Bi 
: 29h at 3 p.m. Fares: Saloon, 18s.; fore cabin, 12s, 6d, 
me be: tickets : Saloon, £1 &s.; fore cabin, 198. 


ANTWERP. ae Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday, and Saturday, 
iaeg at noon, Fares: Saloon, £1 4s.; fore cabin, 16s. Return tickets : 
abs Saloon, £1 17s. ; fore cabin, £1 4s. 64. 


OSTEND.—Every Tuesday, Thursday, and Sunday. July 23rd at 1; 
25th and 27:h at 4 p.m- Fares: loon, 18s.; fore cabin, Ms. 
Return tickets : Saloon, £1 7s. 6d.; fore cabin, 21s. 


. ae ae July 23rd at | a.m.; 24th at 2 p.m.; 25th at 

; 26th at 4; 27th and 28h at 5; 29th at 6 a.m. Fares: Saloon, 

. ds. ; fore cabin, 9s. 64. Return tickets: Saloon, 21s. 64.; fore cabio, 
4s. 6d, 


HAVRE.—Every Thursday. July 27th at 3 p.m, Fares: Saloon, 
ag yg cabin, 10s. Return tickets: Saloon, 23s. 6d.; fore cabin, 
5s 


When it happens that the company’s vessels cannot come alongside 
the wharf, a steam tender is now provided to take passengers from the 
wharf te the ships free of charge. 

Stewards’ fees are included in the fares. 

Through tickets issued to Cologne, Liege, Brussels, Ghent, and Paris 
and to ail the principal towns on the Rhine. 

On and after the Ist of July, 1676, the General Steam Navigation 
Company will issae through tickets between Edinburgh, Newcastle, 
Hall, and Yarmouth, and Paris and Brussels, &., at very reduced rates. 
For fall particulars apply to the Company's agent at the towns named, 
or to the Obief Office, 71, Lombard-sireet. 


N\LASGOW and the HIGHLANDS. — Royal 
Route via Crinan and Caledonian Canals by Royal Mail Stes er 
**JONA” from Glasgow daily at 7 a.m. from Greenock at 9 a.m. 
Conveying for tne North and West Highlands. See bill, with 
ra and cag Lanaen. ‘es, free e ae a i Winpos’, , Pablishers, 
Picead! or om Davin Hyptcngson a | 
Hope-street, jan” 
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LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, § ™5 
,] 36s. 
FLEET STREET, near TEMPLE BAR. vid 
The Recommendations laid down by the Officials of the Board of Trade (July, 1874) had all been anticipated in the | 
their strictest form in the principles adopted at the last Bonus Investigation (December, 1871) of this "Society, # le 
Thus— a 
1. The *‘ Seventeen Offices” ‘Table of Mortality was employed throughout ; et 
2. The future rate of Interest obtainable was estimated at 3 per cent. only ; wit 
3. The whole ‘‘ Loading” was reserved for future Expenses and Profits. (See Government Schedule.) app 
The resulting Reserves yielded the highest known protection to Policies. — 
The Bonus was the largest yet declared. 
11 
LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
The next Bonus will be declared to 31st Dec., 1876. 
E. A. NEWTON, Actuary and Manager, 
AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE eh AGRA BANK (LI MIT ED). A 
COMPANY. Chief Office—126, Ohancery-lane, London, W.C Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000. been 
The Funds in hand and Capital subseribed amount to £1,400,000 HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREGT, LONDON that 
sterling. Saancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agn 
Chairman—James Cuppon, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Goldsmith-build- Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. judg 
ing, Temple. Current Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cui the 
Deputy-Chairman—C. Pog ene Esq. (Lee & Pembertons), Solicitor, | tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the cred, 
44, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, balance doesnot fall below £100. othe 
Every description of Fire and Life Insurance business transacted. Dsposits received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz.:~« 
The Directors iavite attention to the new form of Life Policy, which At5 per cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdraws 
is sg from all conditions. For shorter periods deposits wili be received on terms to be agreed 
The Company advances Money on Mortgage of Life Interest and BiLLs issued at the current exchange of the day on any of the Branche v 
Reversions, whether absolute or contingent. of the Bank free of extra charge; and approved bills purchased or seat men 
Prospectuses, Copies of the Direoters’ Report, and Annual Balance | for collection. 
Sheet, and every information, sent post free, on application to Sates awp Puscuaste effected in British and foreign securities,is app 
FRANK M'‘GEDY, Actuary and Secretary. East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same undertakes has 
Beery weer Geetigties of Coating bectoess co, meamey aa wa 
EVERSLONARY AND LIFE INTERESTS in 
bls ded or Fan a ed Property oF other Securities and ANNUITIES British and Indian, transacted. J. THOMSON, Chairman, on 
pur , or s thereon granted, by the 
EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY UMMER EXCURSION ARRANGEMENTS.— fro 


The GENERAL STEAM NAVIGATION. COMPANY will 
issue RETURN TICKETS fora SINGLE FARE — fee in- 
— between LONDON and the undermentioned po 











ROTTERDAM.—Return Tickets, available from taoorday till Toes. 7 

day : Saloon, 20s, ; fore cabin, 13s. 6d. try 

OSTEND (short ses pot .—Return Tickets, available from 
Sunday till Tuesday, Fares: Saloon, 19s.; fore cabin, 14s. 6d. mo 

BOULOGNE.—Return Tickets, available from Friday till Tuesday, —| 
Fares: Saloon, 15s. ; fore cabin, 10a. 

HAVRE (the cheapest and best excursion from London),—Return Ju 
Tickets, available from Thursday till Sunday. Fares. Saloon, 17s, ; sto 
fore cabin, 11s. opi 

For further particulars app ly at 71, seein E.0. P 

By Order. ter 
be 
OYAL POLYTECHNIO.—New Leoture by Prof. As 
Garprer, BURNING and COMBUSTION, and CROOKE’S DI8- A 
COVERIES and APPARATUS, Brilliant Experiments. C. E. Heinke’s C 
Diving Apparatus and Submarine Lamp. Two Divers. Diving Bll po 
twice daily. Type Writer. Hogg’s Patent Ventilation. Bateman’s th 
Coliection of Model Steam Engines. Bidder’s Magnetic Lamp, 
Tisley’s Compound Pendulum, &c., &c. Admission to the whole, is.; fre 
Schools and Children under 10, half-price. in 
QYAL POLYTECHNIC.— ALICE in WON- th 
DERLAND; er, More Wonders in Wonderland, New Songs, re 
Views, and Illustrations, by Mr. Gxores Boucxtanp. A WALK at 
THROUGH the TOWER, and WONDERS of the MICROSCOPE, by 
Mr. J. L. Kino. Mr. Taylor's WONDERFUL BOY; Olairvoyance | 
and Plate Dancing extraordinary. SOLOS on the VIOLIN by Miss pe 
C. A. Burousit, of the Celebrated Brousil Family. Admission to the 
whole, Is.; Schools and Children under 10, half-price. tl 
Ci 
ADAME TUSSAUD'S EXHIBITION a 
BAKER-STREET.—On View, portrait Models of KING st 
ALFONSO XII. and VICTOR EMMANUEL, the Duke and Dochess of 
EDINBURGH, the EMPEROR OF RUSSIA, the SHAH of PERSIA, T 
Sir SAMUEL BAKER, the late Dr. LIVINGSTONE, Mr. H, M. STAN- y 
LEY, Rev. H. WARD ere Sir GARNET Lh ge d 
MARSHAL McMAHON, MARSHAL BA aT an . THIE 


late CHARLES DICKENS, and Dr. KENEA , MP. Also > ol 
and costly Court Dresses; the complete sine "y British Monarchs, 
from William the Conqueror to Queen Victoria; and over 800 Portrait 
Models of Celebrated and Distinguished Characters, Adinission, |s, 
Children under twelve, 6d. Extra room, 6d, Open from 10 a.m. till 
10 p.m. 








VAUDEVILLE. 
THIS EVENING, at 7.30, A WHIRLIGIG. At 8, OUR BOYS 
Concluding with state We FOG : Mesa, Witiam rarren, Thoms 
Thorne, Charlies . W. Ga 6, Da ‘ames; om 
Amy Howell, ose suney, te Walters, hoe! y Richards, Sophie 
0, . 


ot « «st ae & a Oo COC alUelCUe 


